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CURRENT TOPICS. 


ig PROFESSION will learn with pleasure that the pro- 
sd Rules of Court, framed under the Judicature Act, 
8, and recently circulated, are now being consolidated 
the rules contained in the schedule to that Act, so 
when the new rules of procedure come in force, ali 
relating to the same subject will be found 
ther, instead of having to be sought for in different 





Tue appointment of Mr. Field, Q.C., to the judgeship 
the Queen’s Bench, vacated by the transfer of Mr. 
stice Archibald to the Common Pleas, has been re- 
Yed with unqualified approbation by the profession. 
ery instance of non-political selection to the office of 
@is matter of congratulation, as tending to dispel 
gidea that because an eminent barrister spends a few 
indred pounds on obtaining a seat in Parliament, and 
i follows his party into the division lobby with lamb- 
fidelity, he establishes a claim to a seat on the bench 
he superior courts. But in this case there are special 
tons for satisfaction, inasmuch as Mr. Field is known 
[be a sound and accomplished lawyer, and, as the 
mowledged leader of an important circuit, has had 
bat experience in all kinds of common law business. 
many of our readers there will be much interest in 
fact that Mr. Field adds another to the list of judges 
rhave been trained as solicitors. He commenced his 
léssional career as an articled clerk to Mr. Terrell, at 
ef er, with whom he served a short time, and then was 
igned to the late Mr. Bolton, of the eminent firm of 
gand Bolton, in Lincoln’s-inn. Upon Mr. Field’s 
fission as a solicitor, in 1840, he became a member of 


efirm of Thompson, Debenham, & Field, of Salter’s-hall- | 
mrt, but after taking a very active part in the business ' 


that firm till the year 1843, he determined, under the 
e of friends who appreciated his great ability, to 

i the other branch of the profession; and he accord- 
iy entered himself as a member of the Inner Temple, 
Wing in the chambers of Mr. Kingdon, of the 
stern Circuit. In 1846 he commenced practice below 
Sbar, and in a short time earned a good reputation as 
§ pleader. In 1850 he was called to the bar, 
@joined the Western Circuit, but shortly afterwards 
iged to the Midland Circuit, where he soon acquired 
Mighreputation. In 1864 he obtained a silk gown, and 
m that time has enjoyed an overwhelming business on 
‘circuit, and a large and increasing practice in com- 

cases at Guildhall and the Privy Council. 





A POINT OF CONSIDERABLE IMPORTANCE to the mercantile 
munity has been lately decided by the Court of 
thequer in the case of Goodwin v. Robarts. In 
myer v. Mieville (3 B. & C. 45) it was held that foreign 
ernment paper, payable to bearer, issued abroad and 
btiable there, and binding the foreign government to 
kent, was negotiable in England so as to carry its 





title with itto any bond fide holder for value. This deci- 
sion, though not impeached as an authority, was treated 
with some suspicion im the late case of Crouch v. 
Credit Foncier of England (21 W. R. 946, L. BR. 8 
Q. B. 374), in which the court declined to allow of any 
new creation of negotiability by the custom of the 
market; and held that, notwithstanding the custom of 
treating instruments as negotiable, they remained sub- 
ject to the ordinary rule of law, reserving only the case of 
instruments issued abroad and negotiable there, within 
which exception Gorgier v. Mieville obviously fell. In the 
present case the instruments in question were not issued 
abroad, but were scrip issued in London by Messrs. Roths- 
child as agents for the Rassian Government, and in 
pursuance of an imperial ukase, and signed by the Eng- 
lish firm, the effect of which was to entitle the bearer, on 
payment of certain instalments, to a delivery of the bonds 
when they should arrive in the hands of Messrs, Roths- 
child. Jt was contended by the plaintiff, who was the 
original owner of the scrip in question, as against the 
defendant, who was holder of it by a defective title, 
that the case fell, not within Gorgier v. Mieville, but 
within Crouch v. Credit Foncier of England. The 
court, however, held that the case was undistinguishable 
from Gorgier v. Mieville, and gave judgment in favour 
of the defendant. The grounds of distinction between 
the case in question and Crouch v. Credit Foncier seom 
not to have been touched upon in the judgment, which 
rather gave the go-by to that decision, and inquired 
only whether the present case could be distinguished from 
Gorgier v. Mieville. This leaves the subject in a state of 
some obscurity, because the decision stands at best upon 
an isolated authority, without adding anything to the 
reasoning on which it is founded. The case is, we be- 
lieve, proceeding to the Exchequer Chamber, where the 


| whole question can be considered, and the rule laid down 


in the House of Lords in Dixon v. Bovill (3 Macq. 1) ap- 
plied, if it is properly applicable, free from any fetters im- 
posed by the decisions of courts of first instance. 





WE ARE GLAD TO FIND that a suggestion made in these 
columns a few weeks ago (ante, p. 148) has been adopted 
in the European Assurance Society Arbitration Bill, to be 
shortly introduced into Parliament. In place of the 
restriction of the office of arbitrator to persons filling, or 
having filled, the office of judge of one of the superior 
courts, it is provided by clause 12 that any vacancy in the 
office of arbitrator may (notwithstanding anything in sec- 
tion 26 of the European Arbitration Act of 1872) be filled 
by the appointment by the Lord Chancellor of a barrister 
of fifteen years’ standing or upwards. We believe, if ad- 
vantage is properly taken of this widening of the field 
of selection by the appointment as arbitrator of an active 
and experienced practitioner, it will be attended with 
the happiest results on the progress of this wearisome 
business. We notice also that, in place of any attempt, 
such as was at one time proposed, to. detine exactly the 
rules to be adopted by the arbitrator on the vexed ques- 
tion of novation, it is merely provided that he shall “ settle 
and determine the matters reterred toarbitration in accord- 
ance with what are in-his judgment the legal and 
equitable rights of the parties, as recognized in the courts 
of law and equity and not otherwise.” This is arefresh- 
ing contrast to the provision of the existing Act, under 
which the arbitrator may determine the matters referred 
to arbitration, not only in accordance with the legal and 
equitable rights of the parties, asrecognized in the courts of 
law and equity, butas he “in his absolute and unfettered 
discretion thinks most fit.” The arbitrator is also em- 
powered to state any question arising in the arbitration 
as a special case for the opinion of the Court of Appeal in 
Chancery, and he is empowered to submit any matter 
arising, or any proceeding proposed or required to be 
taken by him in the arbitration, to the Lord Chancellor 
or one of the Lords Justices, and to act according to his 
direction. And lastly, a right of appeal to the Chancery 
Appeal Court is given from any determination or order of 
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the arbitrator made after the passing of the Act, and 
the decision of that courtis to be final. The effect of 
these provisions will be to constitute the strongest und 
swiftest court in England the real judge in all difficult 
questions arising in the arbitration. We think the per- 
sons interested are to be congratulated upon the pro- 
vision thus made for the speedy and efficient settlement 
of matters. The period specified in the bill for the final 
award is the 3lst of December, 1876. 
- 





Two VERY RECENT cases (Ellis v. Wilmot, 23 W. R. 
214, and Ex parte Jacobs, reported in this week's issue 
of the Weekly Reporter) may be taken to have definitely 
settled that a creditor does not, by taking the fullest 
part in proceedings for liquidation under the 125th sec- 
tion of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, or for composition 
under the 126th section, release any surety for the debt 
in respect of which he has acted in the liquidation or 
composition proceedings. Inthe former case the creditor 
voted for the discharge of the liquidating debtor against 
the known wish of the surety,and we may add—for though 
the fact is not material, yet it gives point to the decision— 
if the creditor had not voted the debtor could not have 
had his discharge. In the latter case the creditor ac- 
cepted a composition under the 126th section. In both 
cases it was held that the creditor’s rights against the 
surety had not been prejudiced. 

The principle lying at the root of these decisions is, 
that when a debtor has summoned his creditors before 
the Court of Bankruptcy, the acts of the creditors in 
working out the purgation of the debtor, according to the 
scheme drawn out by the last Bankruptcy Act, cannot be 
said to be purely voluntary acts on their part, every 
single creditor being, as a general rule, at the mercy of 
the other creditors. To this may be added the considera- 
tion relied upon by the Lords Justices in Hx parte Jacobs, 
that if the resolutions for liquidation or composition 
were to contain a reservation of all rights against -suré~’ 
ties, this would prevent a debtor from getting the absolute 
discharge contemplated by the statute, inasmuch as the 
sureties would be remitted to their rights against him ; 
while to hold that creditors whose debts are secured by 
sureties cannot vote at the meetings without discharging 
the sureties, would, in many cases, cause the proceedings 
to be conducted by a minority of the debtor's cre- 
ditors. a 

With respect to bankruptcy proper it has long been 
settled that the discharge of the principal debto# in bank- 
ruptcy does not release the surety, and section,p0 of the 
Act of 1869 expressly enacts that the order of discharge 
shall not release any person who at the date of the order 
of adjudication was jointly bound with the bankrupt or 
had made any joint contract with him. According to 
the present state of the authorities therefore, a surety 
whose debtor takes the benefit of the Bankruptcy Act re- 
mains liable whether the proceedings were bankruptcy 
proper, or liquidation:or composition. 





A QUESTION OF SOME INTEREST under the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1870, was decided by the Master 
of the Rolls on Monday last. Under section 3 of that 
Act, any married woman entitled tw a sum in the funds 
may apply to the Bank of England, in a form to be pro- 
vided by the bank for that purpose, to have such sum 
transferred into her own name, and the section provides 
that after the transfer the sum shall be transferred and 
the dividends paid as if she were unmarried. Mr. 
Griffith in his work on the Act, after saying that the 
forms of application provided by the bank under this sec- 


tion contemplate the concurrence of the husband in such 
application, says, ‘ It is understood that the bank will not 
refuse to register, though the consentof the husband 


has not been obtained.” This may be, and no doubt is, 
the case when the stock is in the names of trustees, and 
it is proved to the satisfaction of the bank that the mar- 
ried woman is entitled to it; but the recent decision 





———— 
shows that it has no application to a case where 
husband ought to be one of the transferring parties—thy 
is to say, where the legal title to the stock is in him, 
either alone or jointly with any. other person » 
persons. In the case in question (Howard y, Py 
Bank of England) a sum of stock had been bo 
by trustees in their own name and that of Miss Amolq 
an infant. Miss Arnold married Mr. Howard after the 
passing of the Act, and under another provision of the 
Act the sum of stock became her own separate property, 
Nowthe bank would not, of course, transfer that sum of stock 
to astranger without the concurrence of Mr. Howard, 

in effect, the court held that there was nothing in the Act 
to oblige the bank to transfer it to Mrs. Howard without 
such concurrence. In such a case, the husband being 4 
trustee for his wife, a vesting order would have to be ob. 
tained if he declined to join in the transfer. We may 
remark that.in the 4th and 5th sections of the Act, 
whieh provide for the registration of married women in 
respect of their fully paid-up shares or stock, &c., in 
joint stock companies, friendly societies, &c., it is pro. 
vided that upon application by married women for such 
registration ‘‘it shall be the duty of” [the directors, 
committee, or trustees, as the case may be] “t 
register such shares or stock accordingly,” &c. The 
section relating to the Bank of England does not 
contain any such words as those we have quoted; 
and it may perhaps be arguable that they render 
it incumbent on the directors, &c., to register 
the stock, &c., on mere proof that the married 
woman is entitled to the same. But in the absence of 
an express provision dispensing with formal transfers of 
the shares, we may take it that in a case on all four 
with Howard v. Bank of England the husband will be 
a necessary party to the transfer. 








Mr. Epwarp SHEArme, the junior member of the firm 
of Bridges, Sawtell, Heywood, Ram, & Shearme, of Red 
Lion-square, has been appointed to the Chief Clerkship 
in the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard 
Malins, recently vacated by the appointment of Mr. J. A, 
Buckley as a taxing master in Chancery. 





We pnist in another column the resolutions of the 
Irish bar on the subjects of the Judicature Bill and the 


appellate jurisdiction of the House of,Liords. The quet-; 


tions involved are of great importance, and we hope to 
refer to them at some length next week. 








LORD ST. LEONARDS. 


[x any review of the services which the great master of 
real property law who has just passed away has rendered 
to the legal profession, the first place must be given to 
his books. “A proposal has been made,” wrote Lord 
Campbell with reference to one of them, “ that it should 
be declared law by Act of Parliament, but this form is 
quite unnecessary.” This was no mere compliment. The 
works which Lord St. Leonards so laboriously compiled 
and so carefully edited occupy a place altogether singular 
among modern treatises. They are cited, not as mere 


opinions, but as authorities. It is hardly too much to say’ 


that the successive editions of the ‘‘ Vendors and Pur- 
chasers” have constituted a kind of court of review to 
which practitioners and judges have looked for confirma- 
tion or criticism of judgmeuts pronounced during the in- 
terval from the last edition. Even the opinions express 

in the ‘‘ Handy Book” prepared for the use of the general 
public, are treated with deferential respect by the courts. 
“There is no argument to the contrary,” said Crompton, 
J., in Lofft v. Dennis (7 W. R. 200, 1 E. & E. 474), “ex 
cept the passage in the ‘ Handy Book,’ a book to which we 
all look for law on the points contuined.init.” Itis curious 
to find by how narrow a chance the work which has exe!- 
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_gsed so much influence in moulding the law of vendors 
gud purchasers came to see the light. When it was first 
projected law treatises were few in number, and a large 
wt of the subject had never before been made the topic 
¥ text-book. The wide range and multifarious 
gharacter of the contents led to an almost universal 
jnion that the book would be a failure. ‘ Nothing 
onted,” said Lord St. Leonards, in the interesting ac- 
gount he has given of his writings, “I laboured diligently, 
-gnd, with the aid of Lincoln’s-inn Library—for my own 
shelves were but scantily furnished—I at length finished 
-the work in the original shape. My courage then failed 
me. The expense of publication was certain, and success, 
Ithought, more than doubtful; and it was not without 
difficulty that I could be persuaded to refrain from com- 
mitting the manuscript to the flames.” The book reached 
asecond edition in a year, and was undoubtedly, as its 
guthor said, the foundation of his early success in life. 
He did not leave behind him, to fall into decay, the 
ridge which had helped him over the stream. One of 
-the most remarkable circumstances in his career was the 
assiduity with which, in the midst of engagements more 
ssing than those of the busiest lawyers of this day, 
he found time to edit, revise, and re-model his books. 
He was always declaring, as he did in the preface to 
‘the fourth edition of the “ Vendors and Purchasers” 
{published in 1813), that it was quite improbable that he 
would be able to undertake any further editions; but as 
grely as one edition was out of print, another was 
issued under his editorship, containing all the cases de- 
ded in the interval. By the time the work reached the 
ainth edition (1834) it had swollen to two volumes, 
nd the next edition, published during the leisure 
4he author enjoyed after his retirement from the 
Trish Chancellorship, was contained in three volumes. A 
few years afterwards he cut down the next issue to one 
‘yolume, and called the book “ A concise and practical 
~iew.” The work is now in the fourteenth edition, which 
“contains about 1,000 cases not cited in the previous issue. 
‘We believe that up to the very last year of his life 
‘the venerable author diligently noted up the recent de- 
‘disions, and that at the present time his interleaved copy 
‘would require but little alteration to enable it to be 
‘published as a new edition. It was the same with his 
wther publications, and a remarkable fact about them 
‘was, that he never trusted to the industry of any other 
‘person. A bookseller once told him he thought no one 
‘would believe that he had personally undertaken the 
‘Yabour one of the editions of the ‘ Vendors and Pur- 
thasers’’ must have cost him. The remark sank deep in 
tis memory, and he took care in the next issue, both of 
that work and of the “ Powers,’ to state explicitly that 
"he had perused every case cited in the original report, 
and that every line of the book had been written by 
himself. 

Of the matter of Lord St. Leonard’s tyo great works 
"we need say little; they must be familiar to most of our 
‘readers. The treatise on “ Powers” was the author's 
favourite, and it underwent frequent revision and altera- 
tion of arrangement. As left by him, it doubtless de- 
werves Kent’s eulogium (1 Com. 513) that it is the best 
ook on that abstruse title in the law. The editing of 
‘many of the earlier editions of the “‘ Vendors and Pur. 
thasers,” though always, of course, accurate, was often 
‘lovenly in respect of the introduction of new matter with- 
‘wt pains being taken to incorporate it with the old con- 
tents; and it must be admitted that the author did not 
always care to compress within reasonable limits his re- 
marks on recent cases. In the “concise and practical 
Yew,” however, he showed what rare powers of accurate 
Condensation he possessed. His “ Handy Book” was 
founded on an idea which prompted his first appearance in 
Print as the author of “ Letters to a Man of Property.” It 
‘Was professedly intended for the unlearned, and its author 
txpressed a hope that it might “ beguile a few hours in 
Stailway carriage.” It may be surmised that its learned 
‘Neaders have been nearly as numerous as its unlearned 








ones; and it may perhaps be doubted whether the legal 
precepts it contains have been so useful to unlearned 
railway passengers as the practical common sense hints 
it often gives—such, for instance, as the advice to the 
father of a young clergyman to leave him no excuse for 
running into debt, to ‘furnish his parsonage for him,” 
and “to advance him money to meet his weekly bills” 
till his tithe rent-charge becomes payable. 

As a law reformer Lord St. Leonards was earnest and 
energetic within somewhat narrow limits. He never 
varied from the doctrine avowed in his maiden speech in 
the House of Commons on Brougham’s motion for a 
commission to inquire into abuses in the administration 
of the law,—that while no one was more anxious than 
himself to see abuses “effectually repaired, he looked 
with alarm on the disposition which he saw beginning 
to prevail of attempting rash innovations, and striking, 
under a vain hope of amendment, at the root of that 
system under which the country had flourished for ages.’ 
His view was that nearly every new law costs the 
country a great price before it receives its true con- 
struction, wherefore it is better to patch the old garment 
than to ordera newone. This opinion is repeated in the 
preface to the last edition of his ‘‘ Powers,” and his well. 
known and useful measures are exemplifications of it. 
Perhaps an exception to this remark ought to be made 
in favour of his curious proposal, actually embodied in 
a Bill introduced into the Commons and read a second 
time, to improve the House of Lords as a court of appeal 
by appointing two judges, to be called Lords Assistant, 
to sit with the Chancellor and act as judges during the 
hearing of a cause, and openly deliver their judgments ; 
but unless they happened to be peers they were not to 
have any vote in the decision of the cases they heard. It 
would be quite unnecessary for us to go in detail through 
the list of amendments of the law for which the convey- 
ancer has to thank Lord St. Leonards. He, above all 
men, knew where the shoe pinched, and what would be 
the appropriate remedy. 

As a judge Lord St. Leonards was, of course, on his 
special subjects unapproachable in knowledge and ex- 
perience. During his five years’ tenure of office in his 
second Chancellorship in Ireland, it has been stated that 
only three of his decisions were reversed by the House of 
Lords, and one of those reversals was only partial. We 
shall not attempt to review the many valuable expositions 
he gave, both then and subsequently in the English Court 
of Chancery and in the House of Lords, of various doc- 
trincs of equity, but we may mention among his Irish 
decisions that in Westby v. Westby (2 D. & W. 502), 
elucidating the doctrine of Stapilton y. Stapilton, as to 
family compromises, and that in Ex parte Hennessey 
(1b. 555), which, after a conference between the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland and Vice-Chancellor Shadwell 
led to an agreement that “ courts of equity ought to 
lay down some rule with reference to the assignment 
of policies of assurance which should not be founded on 
so unsubstantial a basis as the technical doctrine of im- 
plied or constructive notice, but which should make it 
morally impossible for the assignor to have dominion over 
the policy without the assent of the assignee,” and the 
result was the decision in Thompson v. Speirs (13 Sim. 
469). Among the decisions of Lord St. Leonards, when 
holding the office of Lord Chancellor of England, his 
elaborate judgment in Lumley v. Wagner (1 De G. M. 
& G. 604) will occur to every lawyer. His last reported 
appearance as a law lord appears to have been in the 
case of Spackman v. Evans (L. R. 3 H. L. 171) in 1868, 
when the question of the compromise in the Agricultural 
Cattle Insurance Company came before the House, and 
Lord Chancellor Westbury’s decision was affirmed by 
Lords Cranworth, Chelmsford, and Colonsay, against the 
opinions of Lords St. Leonards and Romilly. Lord St. 
Leonards’ address to the House on that occasion is one 
of the most exhaustive judgments he ever delivered, and 
occupies neariy twenty-eight pages (197 to 224, both in- 
clusive) of the report. 
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THE JUDICATURE ACT AND RULES. 


We dealt last week with certain general principles 
or maxims enunciated by a writer in the Quarterly 
Review, which seemed to us to embody truths of the 
highest importance with regard to the formation of a 
rational method of procedure. We pass now to the dis- 
cussion of the writer’s remaining “ maxims,” and of his 
criticisms on the scheme of procedure contained in the 
Judicature Act and the new rules. 
With some of the criticisms he pronounces we to some 
extent agree, but we doubt whether, as to the short- 
comings he points out, he has altogether appreciated the 
difficulty of the situation, or the mode in which the Act 
is intended to accomplish the end in view. The idea 
which seems to us to lie at the root of the Judicature Act 
is, that the fusion, of law and equity must be gradual, 
must be a matter of growth, not merely of cut-and- 
dried legislative enactment. The Act itself makes pro- 
visions containing the greatest possible capacity for leav- 
ing things pretty much as they are, combined with the 
greatest possible capacity for ultimately making. great 
alterations. Many persons on reading the Act were.of 
opinion that for at least a very long period the effect 
would be that things would go on substantially as before 
under a difference of names, and with slightly increased 
facilities for preventing failure of justice by reason of the 
suitor having sought his remedy in the wrong court. 
Others again seem to find in the Act the promise of 
most rapid and revolutionary changes. What we think 
the framers of the measure intended to do was to provide 
a starting-point from which the.new system might work 
itself out—to clear a space, so to speak, for its working, at 
the same time ensuring against the risk of a new and 
revolutionary experiment. .The new rules seem to pro- 
ceed upon a similar method. The intention is thatthe 


old system should transmute itself in working into the 
new, the direction and manner of its change being shaped 


and guided by: the exigencies of the occasion and by prac- 
tical experience. A procedure cannot, any more than.a 
constitution, be born full grown, like Pallas from the 
brain of Zeus. It must be remembered, too, that the 
agents by whom the change must necessarily be 
worked out are the functionaries who have been trained 
in the practice of oneor other of the conflicting systems of 
procedure which have up to the present time existed. No 
doubt this circumstance is unfortunate, and if some per- 
son could have been found thoroughly versed in the doe- 
trines and practices both of common law andequity, capable’ 
of discerning impartially the peculiar virtues and evils of 
both, and likewise possessed of the most gigantic fore- 
sight and ability, he mighthayedrawn upacompletecodeof 
law and practice reconciling the old doctrines and 
superseding entirely the old procedure. And if a body 
of men equally gifted conld have been discovered to 
work the new system it would have been very proper to 
take the matter entirely out of the hands of persons 
prejudiced by long practice of their respective systems, 
The difficulty is that there is no such person or body of 
persons ; any change must be initiated and worked out 
y the existing practitioners as best it can. The new 
rules must not fit too tightly at first, and in some re- 
spects must be left to be shaped by experience. It 
must be remembered too that it is a difficult thing to 
embody what is very much in the nature of an altera- | 
tion of the spirit of a procedure in distinct specific 
rules. Muny of the evils referred to by the writer are 
the results of a long chain of. practice expressing a cer- 
tain tone of opinion in relation to the legal investiga, 
tion of truth; itis more easy to establish an unwritten 
law growing out of a series of objectionable pre- 
cedents and principles than to correct it by ex- 
plicit enactment.. It is onezof the features of a 
system of unwritten law.that there may be erroneous 
principles involved in it which are.hardly capable of 
being remedied by isolated written rules. The best 
mode of correction is by establishing a new set of prin- 


ciples rather than an elaborate and explicit code o 
in distinct contradiction of previous practice. Itgy, 
easy to give instanges without occupying t@ 
space , but we think’examples of our meaning will not} 
slow to occur to any one who, taking the new fuleyiy 
his hand, will endeavour to embody the objections maa 
by the writer in the Quarterly Review in definite alte, 
tions of such rules. 

Turning now to the detailed objections of the write, 
we find one whieh furnishes to some extent an illugty, 
tion of the remarks made above. He objects to they 
rules with regard, to the subject of discovery in this 
spect. The present practice of the Court of Chancery he 
regards as objectionable on account of the facilities wh; 
it gives a dishonest litigant for evading the necessity 
giving sufficient. answers to interrogatories, ; 
examination of the defaulter is not allowed yy} 
after he has failed several times to give a sufficin 
answer. This necessitates intricacy and tautology ing 
interrogatories for the purpose of preventing evasion, Jj, 
remedy which the writer would provide is to renderevagig, 
an unprofitable game, by subjecting the offender, on ong 
failing to answer sufficiently, to instant cross-examin. 
tion; and he objects that the new rules do not absolutely 
ensure this. The 8th rule of order 28 provides thgtif 
the person interrogated omits to answer, or answers jp. 
sufficiently, the party interrogating may apply to the 
court or a,judge for ,an order requiring him to ; 
or to answer further, as the case may be, and, that. 
order may be made requiring him to answer, or ansqet 
further, either by. affidavit or by viva voce examinations 
the judge may direct. Now this rule, if properly a. 
ministered, would enable the remedy suggested toh 
applied, but it is objected that the judge adminis 
the rule may, if he wishes, adhere to the objectionable 
features of the old practice. The alternative woul 
have been to make it imperative on the judge in all cases 
to apply the remedy of cross-examination. But would 
not this involve an inexpedient, rigidity of practice? 
May you not,trust. to some extent to the judge.whoe 
duty it is to administer the rule to work it in accordang 
with the manifest intention, so as to prevent the former 
evils ?. There seems to be more reason for the writers 
further objection to the rules that they leave. entily 
open the question on what grounds interrogatories ge 
objectionable, thus enabling judges to apply the old 
pedantic rules as to the admissibility of interrogatories 
founded upon the rules of the game” point of view; 
but here again it would have been very difficult @ priogi 
to frame exhaustive rules as to, the admissibility, 
interrogatories. : 

With regard to the mode of pleading, it seems tous 





that there is considerable foundation for the writers 


criticisms of the Act and rules. He alleges that the 
rules are so vague as to the mode of pleading, that it 
will be difficult to tell how far the common law systema 
special pleading or the equity system of open pleadings 
to apply ;. that it is quite possible that those who pregide 
over the common law and equity divisions may so,far 
adhere to the practice with which they are respectively 
familiar as to prevent the application of a uni 
system to those divisions. It would, no doubt, have bee 
difficult to prevent, this, but still we think some attempt 
should hgve been, made in the direction of . g1 
definiteness on this head. The statements provided;for 
by, the rules as to pleading may still, as far as we cans, 
be allegations of conclusions of fact, or mixed law and 
fact, instead of statements of fact, and the 23rd order 
seems to us to contemplate an adherence to the vieeos the 
old system of special pleading by which , party may 
generally put the opposite party to proof.of his ca# 
independently of his own case or the real merits, 

The writer's fourth maxim is that the mode of 
whether by judge or jury, should be left to the discretion 
of the judge. He objects to the new rules that they d¢ 





not entirely recognize this principle, inasmuch as they 
provide that for trial of issues of fact the defendant may 
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‘ysclaim a jury. The criticism is no doubt a valid 
» if the truth of the maxim is to be assumed; but so 
ras the practical question what the rules ought to have 


& will not} ed is concerned, wé think that the writer has 
Lew Tules inl answered his own objection. He admits that on such a 
ctions thads gbject any change should be in accordance with public 
finite alten J pinion, and he allows that at present the public are not 


gall prepared to recognize the maxim that a trial by 


the write, is an inconvenient and unfit mode for the decision 
an ilusty.# of many issues of fact, or to assent to the substitution, to 
| to ti avery considerable extent, of trial by a judge. 

’ in this. It seems almost an absurdity to lay down, as the writer 
‘han, very helm does, as a general principle of procedure, that questions 
lities whic, fM of law should in all cases go in the first instance before 
Lecessity at asingle judge; nor do we think that the facts or reasons 


3. 


«fm dleged support this so-called maxim. It seems to us 
wed | unt 


that as far as possible the first decision on a question 


} sufficign ME should be conclusive. To establish a weak tribunal of 
logy ingwie fitst instance, on the ground that its decisions may be 
asion. Them always corrected on appeal, seems to us about as vicious 
erevasion fm asystem as can be conceived. We deny the statement 
ler, On ons of the reviewer that if single judges were substituted for 
3-€Xamin,. a fll courts in all original hearings, it is not likely that 
absol the judgments would be often different from what they 
desthatit™™ mow are. Any one familiar with the decisions of the 
nswerg jp.gm courts would at once recognize the contrary probability. 
oly. to the Moreover, even if this were granted, the “ maxim’”’ is not 


gtablished. It is necessary, not only that the decision 
fhould be right, but that it should bear such weight as 
todiscourage appeal. Is not the decision of a single 
judge, even if correct, much more likely to be appealed 
a. than thatof several judges? It is notorious thatin- 
idual minds are the subjects of certain prepossessions 
With regard to particular classes of cases, against which 
the best security is that in deciding cases they should 
be associated with others. Again, it must be remem- 
ered that until reversed the decision of a single judge 
is an authority, and a great number of legal matters 
will be governed by a decision that might have been re- 
versed if appealed against. Of course, there are not 
wanting arguments on the side of the writer; but they 
are certainly not such as to justify his confident enun- 
dation of the proposed maxim. The anomaly of different 
systems prevailing in different divisions of the court 
atises from motives of economy, preventing an increase 
in the number of equity judges; not from any notion of 
the superiority of the single-judge tribunal. The ques- 
On is one of balance of evils: more frequent appeals 
& more bad precedents on the one hand; more judges 
on the other. 





M4 Recent Decisions. 
that it — 
stem of COMMON LAW. 
Ading is ’ Company—U tra Vines. 
ny Riche v. Ashbury Railway Carriage and Iron Company, 
sctively Ex.Ch., 23 W. R. 7, L. R. 9 Ex, 224. 
niform This case raises, but cannot be said to decide, one of 
ve been the most important points in company law yet discussed. 
ttempt The power of the shareholders in a company to adopt or 
Matify, by universal consent or acquiescence, a trans- 
: yfor HH action which the articles of association had not put 
see, | Within the power of the directors or of a meeting, but 
wand Which they had in fact entered into, was very clearly 
order #§ tecognized in the House of Lords in the series of cases 
of the Which were decided in the winding up of the Agricul- 
y may turists’ Cattle Assurance Company, and which arose out of 
» case Mi What wasknown as the Chippenham arrangement ; but the 
teat fame cases showed, by the diversity of judicial opinion 
trial, Which prevailed, the difficulty of determining from what 
retion Gireumstances such an universal consent or acquiescence 
ey do Ought to be, or could be, inferred. In the present case 
- they same difficulty was experienced, both in the Court of 
; may Chequer and in the Exchequer Chamber—Martin and 





Channell, BB., in the court below, thinking that the 
ultra vires contract on which the plaintiff sued had been. 
ratified, Bramwell, B., thinking that it had not; while in 
the Court of Error, Blackburn, Brett, and Grove, JJ., 
agreed with the former view, Keating, Archibald, and 
Quain, JJ., with the latter. This, however, is, after all, 
a@ question of fact; the more important question was 
that which was for the first time distinctly raised in the 
Court of Error, viz., whether a contract which is not 
only ultrd vires according to the articles of association, 
but is also beyond the memorandum of association, is 
capable of being ratified so as ever to become a con- 


, tract by the company. Upon this point the court were 


also equally divided, Blackburn, J. (with whom Brett 
and Grove, JJ., concurred), relying on the power of a 
corporation at common law to bind itself by contracts 
exceeding the limits set by its instrument of incorpora- 
tion, except where a statutory prohibition took away 
that power, and declining to see such a prohibition in 
sections 8 and 12 of the Companies Act, 1362; 
Archibald, J. (in whose judgment Keating and Quain, 
JJ., concurred), agreeing with the proposition of 
common law, but holding that the effect of the sections 
in question was to prohibit contracts for objects not 
within the memorandum of association. In such a con- 
flict of authority we may very well be content to hold 
our judgment in suspense, but our feeling is that the 
very able reasoning of Archibald, J., is not answered. 








Rehiews. 


_———— 


A NEW LAW DICTIONARY. 


A New Law Dictionary anp INSTITUTE OF THE WHOLE 
Law, FOR THE vsE or SrupENTs, THE LEGAL PRoression, 
AND THE Pustic. By Arcursatp Brown, Barrister, 
M.A., B.O.L. Stevens & Haynes. 


Mr. Brown’s book is a great deal better than might be 
supposed from the preface, which commences with a 
portentous sentence, over twelve lines long, in which he 
expresses an opinion that a “ new dictionary of the law 
would be useful if it succeeded in presenting a complete 
institute of the whole law of England, expressing 
briefly, but without inaccuracy or meagreness, the rules 
and principles of the common law, &c., . . . arranging 
these rules and principles . . . inlexicographical order” 
—which prompts the remark that a dictionary noé in 
“ lexicographical order” would be a rather useless pheno- 
menon. Taking the three requisites Mr. Brown has thus 
laid down for a Law Dictionary, and applying them as 
tests to his own work, we must at once admit that he 
has succeeded in the first essential, that of brevity. 
He has compressed into a wonderfully small compass 
a great deal of matter. His statements are concise, 
and we find very little repetition in the book. 
It is rather difficult to know by ‘what standard to 
judge as to whether the information given is meagre. A 
work which is to form an institute of the whole law, and 
is yet to be contained in one volume of a handy and 
convenient size must necessarily be meagre, in the sense 
of omitting much detail. We observe in Mr. Brown’s 
book occasional omissions not of this descriptior ; for 
instance under.“ Bill of Sale” no mention is made of 
the Small v. Burr loop-hole in the Bills of Sale 
Act; and there is no heading “Customary Freeholds,” 
though there is one on “Customary Tenants.” But 
having regard to the size and character of this 
book, we do not find the information given under 
the various heads unduly meagre. As to accuracy 
a somewhat similar observation applies. It would 
be almost impossible, in the few lines allotted by 
Mr. Brown to important branches of law, to present a 
perfectly accurate statement. Our impression, however, 
is that the work has been carefully executed, and that it 
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contains comparatively few errors of commission. Mr. 
Brown seems, hewever, to be unaware (p. 299) that there 
is now no Queen's Advocate+a mistake quite pardon- 
able, since at least one morning paper described that 
official as breakfasting with the Lord Chancellor at the 
commencement of last Michaelmas Term. “ Petty Bag” 
(p. 277) is also represented as flourishing in undiminisbed 
glory, whereas the Act of last session provided for the 
abolition of the office. ‘* Whipping” is rather curiously 
described (p. 386) as “a punishment which may or 
may not accompany sentences of imprisonment in most 
cases’? And under “ Mortmain Acts,” we fail to find any 
distinction drawn between the Mortmain Acts proper, 
and the Act of Geo. 2 improperly so called. Mr. Brown 
should have pointed out that the object of the former 
was to prevent lands from getting into the hands of 
corporations, while the object of the latter is to prevent 
lands from being given to charitable uses, whether in the 
hands of corporations or of unincorporated trustees. 








THE QUARTERLY REVIEW ON THE JUDI- 
CATURE ACT AND RULES. 
(Continued from p. 237.) 

When we examine the specific provisions as to discovery, 
wwe find that what the proposed rules really do, is to leave to 
the court the same discretionary power of disallowing ques- 
tions, on any ground, which has hitherto been exercised at 
common law, although the form of the procedure is somewhat 
improved. The schedule indeed provided that no relevant 
interrogatory should be disallowed, but in the teeth of this 
enactment the rules restore the old arbitrary power of disal- 
lowance, which, in such instances as we have before given, 
has practically neutralized the benefit of full discovery. We 
look in vain in the rules for any clear direction that such 
petty objections as we have specified shall not prevail in the 
future as they have prevailed in the past, though there are 
vague indications that such a reform would be approved. 
The result may well be, that each division of the new court 
will deem itself bound by its own previous practice (as indeed 
the rules declare in general terms that it shall be), and that 
little or nothing substantial will be done to make discovery 
one whit more effective or less curnbersome than it has been 
in daysgone by. ‘The absence from the practice of the Court 
of Chancery of any working corrective for imperfect or evasive 
discovery séems to have attracted some attention, but the sub- 
ject is dealt with enly in the feeblest way. Power is given 
toa judge to order a further answer either in writing or viva 
voce. This may work, but it would be incomparably better 
to give to the questioning party the absolute right to cross-ex- 
amine the offender. ‘The more stringent a rule of this kind 
is made, the Jess temptation will plesders feel to recur to their 
inveterate vice of tautological interrogatories. 

Another blot, still worse in principle, though likely to be 
less extensiye.y mischievous in practice, is, that the rules ex- 
—pressly recogt:ize the old doctrine that a man shall not be 
compelled to make discovery of what in his view forms part 
of his own case ; in other words, the pernicious notion that a 
lawsuit is a game in which each party may play his cards to 
the best advantage and keep them dark in the mean time, 
still finds a place jn rules which, in the main, are based upon 
the opposite maxim: so hard is it for lawyers to shake off the 
trammels of long-continued custom. 

The same want of vigorous and explicit treatment may be 
traced in the application of our second and third maxims, 

Nothing would have been easier than to preface the chapter 
on pleading with an express declaration abolishing all the 
rules of special pleading, and substituting untechnical or open 
pleading; but this is not done, Instead of it, a series of 
orders is given on the subject, out of harmony, it is true, 
with the old special pleading rules, but not at all incom- 
patible with the maintenance of many of them, And when 
it is remembered that all these specific directions are over- 
ridden by the note that, where no other provision is made by 
the Act or the rules, the present procedure and practice of 
each division of the court remain in force, it is far from 
certain that we have yet seen the last of technical pleading. 

So in the regulations which provide for settling the form of 
issnes to be tried, the rules provide no definite machinery for 
bringing the question under the consideration of the judge, 








and, what is much more serious, no provision to put a 
to the mischievous practice of submitting mixed issues ¢ 
and law to the decision of juries. Such faults as these oq 
easily be remedied, but it is not the less important. that thy 
remedy should be applied at the outset, instead of wait 
until it is evolved out of a chaos of, perhaps, conflict 
decisions. A rule of practice which might be settled by, 
stroke of the pen, sometimes takes years to d+fiue itself by 
the costly process of judicial evolution. 

Our fourth maxin—that the mode of trial should be left ty 
the discretion of the judge—appears in the rules in a formg 
mutilated as scarcely to be recognizable. : 

The discretion given tothe judge is modified in two wa 
In the first place he has the power to remit the cause tog 
deputy, called a referee (a subject to which we will reoy 
presently), andin the next he is deprived of the power of 
directing a trial without a jury, if a defendant desires a jury, 
No such absolute right appears to be given to a plaintiff, and 
it is by no means obvious why either party should be able tp 
override the opinion of the court upon the matter, or if 9 
why the defendant should be specially favoured in this re. 
spect. Experience seems to point to a very different rals, 
Whether a particular litigant, if allowed the choice, will pre. 
fer a jury to an unassisted or unimpeded judge, depends iy 
general a good deal upon his previous habits and experience, 
But there are certain classes of cases in which a jury would 
always be preferred, and these are, for the most part, just the 
cases in which it ought not to be allowed. Thus a plaintiffin 
an action against a railway company would, we imagine, 
always prefer a jury. ‘Che woman, whether plaintiff o 
defendant, in a breach of promise case, would certainly do g9, 
A shopkeeper, suing for the price of goods supplied to 
miuor, would invariably make the same choice. A defendant 
in atangled case, who knows that he is wrong, and is defend. 
ing merely because he does not like to pay, will rather take 
the chance of getting a blundering jury, than leave himself in 
the hands of an intelligent jadge. And, in general, the man 
with a bad case will desire a jury. ‘There seems no reason 
why such a desire, whether on the part of a plaintiff ora 
defendant, should be indulged; and the rules which deprives 
plaintiff of the privilege of a jury, unless the judge thioks fit 
to grant it, might very well mete out like measure to a defen- 
dant also. 

This is n> doubt on? of those matters on which it may have 
been thought desirable to make some concession t> what is 
or is supposed to be a popular prejudice, but whatever form 
the rales are to assume in this respect, they should at least 
leave no ambiguity on so importanta point. And they are 
by no means free from ambiguity. Thus we find in thema 
provision empowering a judge to direct a trial withouta jury 
‘*in any cause or matter, which belore the Act could, 
without consent of the purties, be tried without a jury.” 
Tt is almost impossible to say what this means, Two suits 
involving precisely rimilar questions may be instituted, 
even now, One in a common law court, and the other in the 
Court of Chancery, for there is a large area of concurrent 
jurisdiction. In one of these there will be an absolute right 
to a jury; in the other, no such right at all. When 
universal jurisdiction is given to all the divisions, how is it 
to be determined whether a cause of this description is or is 
not one in which a jury can be dispeused with without con- 
sent? Is the meaning this—th»t in one division of the 
high court a jury may be insisted on, and that under cir- 
cumstances precisely similar it may be refused in another! 
If so, an intention so startling ougbt to be much more 
clearly expressed. And if this obscurity were removed it 
would still be difficult to reconcile the provision of the 
schedule, that a defendant shall always be entitled to 4 
jury, with the apparently conflicting provision of the rules, 
that in certain classes of cases the judge shall have power 
direct a trial without a jury. 

Nor is this the only incongruity to be found in the regula- 
tions on the subject, for while the schedule, as we have seet, 
jealously preserves the right of a defendant to insist on & 
trial by judge and jury in all cases, the Statute itself enables 
the court, in a al and important class of cases, t0 
substitute a trial before a referee for a trial by judge and 
jury. The singular result is that in many cases the court 
is allowed to dispense with a jury, but only on the condition 
of also dispensing with the judge. | And yet to the | 
it would seem that if a referee may be trusted, in all cases 
which the court thinks suitable, to sit alone without a jury, 
a judge might be equally trusted to sit alone, in cases 
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acht suitable, where he does the work himself instead of 
wnding it to a deputy. ; : 

Our filth maxim as to the mode of taking evidence seems 
'pbe more cordially adopied by the schedule and the rules 
tian some of the other principles which we have considered. 
the schedule in effect inakes vivd voce evidence the rule, 
bat gives to the court a discretion of allowing affidavit 
widence where it is thought more convenient. It is, how- 
wer, left in doubt whether the use of viva voce evidence is to 
atend to the large class of cases in which the pleadings 
vill speak for themselves, so as to require no definite issues 
tobe extracted. Ifit is todo so, the intention should be 
much more clearly expressed. If, on the other hand, affi- 
davit evidence is still to be used in all such cases, the rules 
must be credited with a deplorable concession in favour of 
the worst part of the practice of the Court of Chancery. 

Another provision of the rules empowers the court, for 
sufficient cause, to allow evidence to be taken before a com- 
missioner or examiner. If this is merely intended to adopt 
the common law practice of issuing commissions to examine 
witnesses who are prevented by distance or ill health from 
sppeating in court, it is right enough. Even if it be meant 
toextend so far as to sanction the examination in chief, 
before an examiner, of a witness who refuses to make an 
sfidavit in a case where affidavit evidence ought to be re- 
qaived, it is equally unobjectionable. But if it is meant as 
an adoption of the pernicious practice of the Court of Chan- 
cery, under which the evidence of conflicting witnesses is 
taken out of court and used before a judge who has no op- 
portunity of seeing the demeanour of the witnesses, and 
jndging of their credibility, it cannot be too energetically 
condemned. This abuse exists in the Court of Chancery 
only becauss the Legislature declined to supply a sufficient 
staff of judges to do the most important part of their work 
themselves, and ought not to be tolerated fora day after the 
reconstruction of our whole judicial system. Ambiguity on 
avital point like this is about the gravest fault with which 
acode of procedure could bs charged. 

Our sixth maxim is handled, both in the Act and in the 
miles, with an amount of indecision which, if left unreme- 
died, will be a lasting blot on this great measure of forensic 
reform. It is either right or wrong that, in the first 
instance, questions of law should go before a single judge. 
Itcan scarcely be possible to assort such questions before- 
hand, and say that such and such a class shall be heard by 
full court, and such and such another class by one judge 
only ; and this for the obvious reason that until the hearing 
the court can do no more than guess at the degree of dif- 
ficulty or importance of the points to be decided. A pre- 
liminary hearing to decide such a matter might often be as 


tedious as the final argument itself, and no one, indeed, has 


suggested such a course as feasible. A rule that, in division 
number one of the court, judges shall sit singly to hear 
legal questions, and that in divisions two, three, and four, 
they shall sit in courts of not less than three, is indefensible 
on the face of it ; and if anything could make it more so, it 
would be the probability that the points brought before the 
first division would be of greater difficulty and greater 
moment than those which a full court is to be employed to 


ve. 

And yet this is the scheme of the Act and of the rules. 
The Chancery division, which now deals with millions where 
the Common Law divisions deal with hundreds or thousands, 
which embraces within its jurisdiction all the most refined and 
subtle equities which have hitherto been foreign to common 
law practice, is to work in the future, as in the past, with 
single-seated judges, while the energies of full courts are to be 
occupied in the common law divisions on every point of law 
which the advisers of the litigants may be ingenious enough 
to raise, 

Such an arrangement is utterly irreconcileable, not only 
with our principle, but with any principle at all, and ought 
not to be suffered to deform the Statute when it comes into 
actual operation. And be it observed that this is an arrange- 
ment which no one defends. It issimply a relic of a bad 
past, which the Legislature has not had the courage to 

roy, even when it was engaged in the tusk of revolu- 
tionary reform. The only excuse whicl: has been put forward 
in its defence is, that it would be too costly to multiply judges 
wufficiently to furnish full courts in the Chancery division, 
and that single vice-chancellors have been found by 
experience good enough judges of first instance. This is true, 
but the argument of economy is all the other way. Let 
sittings in banco be abolished in all the divisions (except in 


certain rare cases to be specially provided for in Chancery and 
Common Law divisions alike), and a vast saving of judicial 
power will be effected, which may be utilized, where it will 
be urgently called for, in a strong intermediate Court of 
Appeal. ‘lhis will serve the purpose now served by courtsin 
banco, and other important purposes, too. No one denies that 
this is the right thing to do, though Parliament has not yet 
shown the courage to do it. 

When we seek in the Judicature Act and rules for the re- 
flection of our last maxim, we are oppressed by the sadness of 
the task. 

In the most sweeping terms every judge is empowered to 
delegate at discretion whatever he thinks fit of his judicial 
duties, It may be admitted that delegation of some kind ‘ 
ought to be sanctioned, and, indeed, in certain particulars, to 
an extent which is not permitted at present. It is not right 
that the time of a judge should be occupied in adding up 
figures, and comparing vouchers, and doing a vast amount of 
analogous work, which must be done by some one in the 
course of a large proportion of the judicial investigations 
which come before the courts. It is grievous waste of power 
to put upon such men as we hare, and always hope to have, 
for judges, tasks which may be equally well performed by 
inferior officials. But the power of delegation should be 
strictly confined to matters which do not require the highest 
efforts of the judicial mind ; and to send causes by wholesale 
to be disposed of by referees, arbitrators, chief clerks, 
registrars, and deputy-registrars, is, in effect, to lower the 
standard of the acting judiciary. The excuse for the un- 
qualified power of delegation which it is proposed to create, is, 
we believe, that it is difficult to define beforehand the precise 
subjects which admit of so being dealt with, and that the 
bench may be trusted to use the authority with discretion, and 
to impose a seemly limitation on themselves, even though the 
Legislature has not thought fit to impose it upon them. 
Experience, however, has taught us the unsoundness of this 
argument. It is quite true that no judge will send to a 
delegate work which he feels ought te be done by himself— 
that is, if it is possible for him to do it. But every judge 
must feel that it is better that causes should be tried by in- 
ferior officials than that they should not be tried at all, and 
when he finds himself overwhelmed with work, it becomes a 
necessity for him to delegate his functions, rather than leave 
the work undone. Iilustrations of this will crowd upon the 
mind of every one who has seen anything of our existing 
procedure. In Chancery and on circuit, chief clerks and 
arbitrators are employed to do work which properly belongs to 
judges, and the whole of the business of the London Court of 
Bankruptcy is delegated to a body of registrars, who were not 
selected to do judicial work, and are not paid on the scale on 
which judicial work ought to be remunerated. 

With such warnings before us let it not be said that 
unlimited licence to send causes to deputies can be conferred 
on overworked judges without grave injury to the administra 
tion of justice. 

We have said enough to explain why the projected code of 
practice seems to us to need a thorough consolidation and 
revision, but before we part with it we are anxious to guard 
against two very natural misconceptions. We would not 
have it supposed on the one hand that our observations are 
put forth as an attempt at exhaustive criticism. The ground 
covered by the rules is so large that it would need ten times 
the space at our disposal to pass in review all the details of 
the scheme, The points we have dwelt upon have been 
selected from many more, as affording the best illustration of 
the kind of work which yet remains to be done. If the 
general principles for which we have contended are even 
approximately sound, the schedule snd the rules ought to be 
consolidated into one complete code of procedure with no 
omissions to invite the resuscitation of conflicting practices in 
different branches of the one Supreme Court of Judicature, 
and no ambiguities to furnish material for years of technical 
and costly litigation. Such modifications should be intro- 
duced as will make the code of the future consistent through- 
out with itselfand with the broad principles on which it pur- 
ports to be based, and no pains should be spared to weed out 
imperfections of phraseology which seem sometimes to 
suggest the revival of the very procedure which is elsewhere 
abolished. 

On the other hand, we should be still more grievously mis- 
conceived if it were supposed that we undervalue the werk 
which we have ventured to criticise. It is an ungrateful but 








inevitable part of a critio’s duty to give special prominence to 
that which he least approves, but it does not follow that the 
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merits on which he is silent may not outweigh the faults which 
he exposes for the sake of inviting amendment, If we were 
called upon to make a declaration of faith on the subject, we 
should feel bound in the fullest sense to recognize the great- 
ness of the design and the truth of the principles on which 
it has been framed. The errors, as they seem to us, are errors 
of detail only—not unimportant detail it is true, but precisely 
such defects as every great work must show for which ade- 
quate time has not been forthcoming. The judicature of Eng- 
land could not be built on nobler lines than those which are 
traced in Lord Selborne’s plan. When all the difficulties of 
the task are considered, the passing of the Judicature Act 
was a stupendous work, which no one less able and resolute 
than its author could have accomplished within the brief 
period of a single session. But the work is only half done 
until a superstructure is reared worthy of the foundations that 
have already been laid, and for this the country will look to 
Lord Cairns with a confidence not less than that which it re- 
posed in his predecessor. 

It was a fortunate accident that political necessities com- 
pelled the Government to take another year for the completion 
of the great work they have in hand. It will not be found a 
day too much, and the delay will be compensated a hundred- 
fold if the result should be, as we may well hope it will be, to 
make the Judicature Act and the Judicature Rules, in their 
final form, as perfect in execution as—in spite of all minor de- 
fects—they are grandin conception. 








RETIREMENT OF MR. JUSTICE KEATING. 


Arter luncheon on Monday, the Court of Common Pleas 
became crowded with members of the bar anxious to 
testify their respect to Mr. Justice Keating. Among the 
Queen’s Counsel who were present were the Solicitor- 
General, Sir Henry James, Mr. Manisty, Mr. Talfourd 
Salter, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Hopwood, Mr. R. G. Williams, Mr. 
Herschell, Mr. Torr, Mr. Charles Russell, Mr. Edwards, 
Mr. M‘Intyre, Mr. Cole, Mr. Gates, Mr. Butt, Mr. 
Huddleston, Mr. Murphy, and Mr. Watkin Williams. 
The serjeants were represented by Mr. Serjeant Robinson. 
At two o'clock the judges present in Westminster Hall 
entered the court ; the Lord Chief Justice of England and 
the Lord Chief Baron respectively taking their places on 
the right and left hand of the Chief Justice of the court. 
All the judges and the bar stood up while the Solicitor- 
General addressed the retiring judge, and the bar con- 
tinued standing during the reply of Mr. Justice Keating. 
The Soticiror GzNnERaL said :—Mr. Justice Keating,— 
As the representative of the bar of England, I desire to 
say a few words to you before the proceedings of the day 
come to a close. The bar have received, without sur- 
prise, indeed, but with feelings of the greatest regret, the 
information that your lordship has determined to retire 
from the bench, and that this day will be the last that we 
shall see yon in your accustomed place in Westminster 
Hall. We have heard this announcement without gsur- 
prise, because it was quite natural that, after labouring so 
many years at the bar and on the bench, you should Have 
becomed wearied of toil and should desire some period of 
leisure and repose; but we exceedingly regret this deter. 
mination because we all feel assured that when your de- 
termination has been carried into effect the judicial bench 
will lose one of its greatest ornaments, and the bar as a 
body will be deprived of the encouragement which the 
presence afforded of one who bas always been a staunch 
upholder of ite honour, ite dignity, and ite privileges, 
The individual members of the bar, to whom you have 
endeared yourself by your uniform courtesy and kindness 
of heart, will feel themselves deprived of, and separated 
from, one of their truest and best friends. You have now 
spent upwards of forty years inthe profession of the law 
and in the administration of justice. You have the proud 
satisfaction of knowing that during all that long period 
the lustre of your public character and private virtue has 
never been dimmed by the slightest stain. At the bar you 
had & most distinguished and honourable career, and during 
that career you were promoted to one of the bighest offices 
to which a lawyer could attain, In your practice at the bar 
you were ever zealous for the interests of your clients ; but 


: bear on its administration. 


|} to advance and secure those interests to make you 


what was due to the court before which you practigeg and 
to your brethren in the profession, On the bench you 
course has been equally distinguished. While you hay, 
beea upon that bench you have seen sometimes come ty 
your side, and sometimes, alas! leave your side, many most 
illustrious men, men of the highest intellect and of the 
most profound learning, but even in such society you hays 
been evabled to maintain an eminent position; and] 
know not that any even of the companions to whom ] 
have alluded have excelled you in knowledge of the lay 
and in the excellence of the jndgment you have brought to 
If you have had a fault—ang 
who shall say that he is without one ?—it has been a fani 
which has caused us to have evena greater appreciation 
of your disposition—I mean the inclination to undervalue 
your own talents, and to attach too great an importanes to 
the opinions of others, when those opinions have been 
antagonistic to your own. The repose youseek, and which 
you are about to obtain, you have most completely earned, 
In your retirement you will have the gratification of know. 
ing this and of feeling assured that your memory will be 
long fondly cherished by those whom you have left behind, 
and that you may enjoy for many years contentment and 
happiness in a life of dignified repose is the prayer I may 
say of us all; and in uttering that prayer for you, and in 
speaking of you as a judgo—for we do not and will not gay 
good-bye to you as a friend—I bid you farewell. 

After a pause, Mr. Justice Keatine (who spoke under 
the influence of strong emotion) said :—Mr. Solicitor. 
General and gentlemen of the bar,—I feel deeply your 
kindness ; more deeply than I can attempt to express, In 
retiring from the performance of functions so important— 
I may say so all-important—as those that belong to the 
office of a judge, the highest and the best, because the 
purest and truest recompense I could receive, or ought to 
wish for, is the approbation of those who have had the best 
means of observing the manner in which I have attempted 
to discharge my duties. If I had in any degree merited 
or done anything to justify your too-flattering estimate of 
my career upon this bench, I owe it mainly to the support 
and assistance that I have alwaysreceived from the learning 
and intelligence of the gentlemen of the bar ; and I confess 
I do look back with the greatest satisfaction when I think 
that during the fifteen years that I bave sat upon this 
Bench, I have invariably received from every member of 
the bar who has practised before me, for myself personally 
the courtesy and kindness of gentlemen, coupled with the 
deepest respect for the high office which, however un- 
worthily, I had the honour to fill ; a respect, be it observed, 
not in any way incompatible but always combined with 
that fearless independence which, as one of the safeguards 
of our freedom, I trust will always distinguish the advo- 
cacy of the English bar. Mr. Solicitor-General and 
gentlemen of the bar,—The independence, the honour, and 
the prosperity of your great profession will be to me 
under all circumstances a subject of the deepest interest, 
and the best wish that I can give you is, that the same 
high feeling and gentlemanly bearing, the same tone of 
hononr and integrity that has distinguished the bar within 
my experience may long continue to be maintained, Mr. 
Solicitor-General,—You have adverted to others who have 
sat with me here, and who are no longer here. It has 
been my good fortune during my judicial career to be 
associated on this bench with eminent and distinguished 
men. Someof them have retired ; some have passed away; 
some remain. ‘Those who have retired and those who have 
passed away have yet left behind them lessons of learning 
and of wisdom, which, I trust, will long be guides to the 
administration of English justice, according to English 
law. Of those who remain I will only say they are men 
in whom the public and the profession may safely pat 
their trust. Mr. Solicitor-General and gentlemen of 
bar,—Again I thank you for the honour you have 
me. Jt will dwell in my memory as long as memory lasts, 
and cordially and sincerely I wish you all health and 
happiuess. 








sl 





The Hon. David Plunket was called to the Irish Inmer 





you never permitted for a moment even an intense desire 





Bar as her Majesty's Solicitor-General on Saturday. 
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dei 4 ry say for the Bar generally, that no narrow views of personal 
ctised ee {aE IRISH BAR ON THE IRISH JUDICA- rT Maree or rw va = a influenced them, ape 
Cnch your TURE BILL. to be their guiding motive, in adopting the resolution he 
> You hare yeeTING of the members of theIrish Bar was held on ! proposed. It was alleged that the judges of the common 
S come to ay afternoon in the Libary of the Four Courts, in | law courts of Ireland had not sufficient occupation. That 
many ee tothe Judicature B'll for Ireland, Mr. M‘Don- | was an entire misapprehension. Looking to the very last 
nd of the yl, Q.C., the Father of the Bar, presided. issue of the “Legal Diary,” in relation to the proposed 
You hare MH The CHAIRMAN said he thought there were a great many | labours of the judges at Nisi Prius, he found the first 
0; and | MM yho would agree with him that in place of conducing to the | and most important court in the country, the Queen's 
> whom | MM wtainty of the administration of justice, to the diminution | Bench, entered with a very heavy arrear of remanets, many of 
the law ifthe expense of justice, and to the diminution of delay | them very important cases, remaining untried ; and that, 
ought to Mig procuring justice, the effect of the Judicature Act and | contrary to what had been the practice of all the courts— 
Ault—and MM jhe new Bill would be to iucrease them. that the Chief Justice should immediately enter on Nist 
en a faut M Mr, Serjeant AxMsrronG proposed the first resolution, | Prius business on the first day after term, it was necessary 





“That the House of Lords as a Court of Final Appeal has 
ed the confidence, and has commanded the respect, of 
Bosople of this country, and its decisions have carried 







rtance to 

ve been Me with them a weight and authority which wonld not be at- 
nd which M tached to those of any substituted tribunal ; that we adhere 
7 earned, fm othe opinion heretofore expressed by us as to the import- 





moe of having one and the same Supreme Court of last re- 
grt for England and Ireland, and we desire to see the juris- 
diction of the House of Lords preserved for both eountries 
dike.” As far as he had been able to ascertain from the tone 
of private conversation with members of the profession, 
there scarcely appeared to be a dissentient voice on the sub- 
ject. He was compelled to come to the conclusion, in the 
terms of the resolution, that no newly-constituted tribunal, 
onsisting in great part of men who might not be members 
ofthat House at all, could expect to carry the same weight 
in public estimation, or to have their decisions surrounded 
with the dignity that had always attended the decisions of 
the House of Lords. He believed that since the Revolution 
sn imputation of partiality, of corruption, he might say 
farther, of error of judgment had never been successfully or 
















phy ttall brought against that ancient tribunal. He took his 
he best sand upon the broad fact that such an institution as the 
mpted House of Lords, as a legal tribunal, ought not to be inter- 

: fred with unless for the purposes of avoiding some posi- 





tive evil, or of working out some positive advantage. He 
bad never heard of the positive evils that could be imputed 









apport toit, while the idea of working out any positive advantage 
araing by the change proposed was to the last degree problematical. 
onfees Mr. Macponoau, Q.C., seconded the resolution. Every 
think word of the resolution, he thought, merited their attention 
a this HH and acceptance. It naturally divided itself into two parts 
er of i what had been the opinion of the people of that country 
mally concerning the House of Lords, and the course of administra- 
h the tion of the law in that court of last resort ; and, secondly, 
" UD- was the substituted arrangement equivalent or su- 






perior to that. As to the first, ho asserted without fear of 
contradiction, that the course of judicial procedure in the 
House of Lords had commanded the admiration of that 
country, the confidence of the people of that country ; as to 
the other, he utterly denied that the substituted court 
would ever command that confidence. What was it proposed 
tosubstitute for the present admirably-constituted court of 
last resort? A court composed of four unpaid ex officio 
judges, the Lords Justices of Appeal, and an additional judge 
a court ofjudges who were already oppressed by the weight 
of business which they were daily discharging. That was 
not the tribunal to set up in the place of the Lords, which 
bad won the respect of the country and the admiration of 
the world, Any one who looked at the Judicature Bill 
would at once perceive that wisdom presided not over it. 
{twas a miserable conception—an attempt to introduce a 
pe analogous to the Greek unities in the practice of 
law. That was a perfect absurdity. He hoped they 
Would find men in Parliament who had both the knowledgo 
and courage to advance their interests, and to denounce this 
, speculative, and destructive Bill. At last the Eng- 
Bar was beginning to see that the Judicature Act was 
mischievous. The mischief had not fallen on Ireland yet, 
and in every constitutional way they should strive to avert 
and to prevent the obnoxious Bill from becoming law. 
The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. Serjeant Suzriock, Q.C., M.P., then moved— 
“That the reduction of the Irish Common Law Judges 
osed by the Judicature Bill is inexpedient, and that the 
ness of the country requires that the present number 
thould be maintained.” He said the meoting was, of course, 
aware that by the proposed Bill a very fatal reduction in 
number of tho Irish judges was contemplated. Hoe 
thought it right to say for himself, and he was sure he could 































that the Queen’s Bench should sit in benc for the purpose of 
finishing arrears of business, Statistical returns and re- 
marks were given in a hostile press for the purpose of show~ 
ing that the judges of this country were not so much occu- 
pied as those of England; but the gentlemen who wrote 
those articles and made those speeches seemed to fancy that 
a judge should continue at his work, like a railway pints- 
man, for nineteen hours a day, and with the same fatal con 
sequences that were constantly seen to result from that prac- 
tice. Jt was of the utmost importance to suitors that judges 
should come to their duties with calm heads, prepared to 
listen patiently to every minute detail of each case, and not 
hurried by excess of business or worried by over labour. 
Mr. James P. Hamiiron, Q.C., in seconding the resolu- 
tion, said that if that was merely a bar question, he did not 
think they ought to condescend to discuss the matter; but 
he believed that although they would, in the first instance, 
perhaps, be affected by this Bill if it passed into law, the 
country would ultimately be affected in a still greater 
measure. The Bill had recently undergone the criticism of 
the London press. The assertions now being made concern 
ing the Irish Bench and the Irish Bar were utterly baseless 
What said the Zimes? That every single English judge 
discharged more business than any five Irish judges put to- 
gether. If any one took the trouble of looking over the ase 
size reports in the Zimes he would find that the judges 
across the water were assisted by one or more members of 
the Bar, and that, notwithstanding such assistance, case 
after case was withdrawn in despair—case after case re- 
ferred to arbitration; and they knew what that meant, 
when parties were prepared and ready for trial at a parti- 
cular town or circuit. Ifthe proposed reduction of the Irish 
judicial staff was made, and if the judges were compelled to 
discharge their duties by delegating them to their registrars 
and others in that way, what saving would there be to the 


| public in the end ? 


The resolution was adopted. 

Dr. Barrerssy, Q.C., moved— 

‘*That the public interests render it essential that a second 
judge of the Landed Estates Court should be appointed. 
{t was not generally known what the state of affairs in the 
Landed Estates Court was. In Ireland, at present, no estate 
could easily be sold except through the Landed Estates Court. 
People would net bid, or if they did, it was at a lower rate 
for any estate not sold in that.court. The consequence was 
that all the business of the nation went through it, and all 
thé questions of title and incumbrances involved therein had 
at present to be dealt with by one judge. Nobody but the 
judge had any authority whatever to inquire or examine into 
anything about title as the cases proceeded through that 
court. If the present judge of the court could do that 
everything would sealer tbe safe, for there could not be 
a better judge than he was. But noman could doit. The 
most industrious conveyancer in the world could not ex- 
amine into all the titles in the nation as they went along, 
and do everything necessary for the purpose of seeing that 
they were correct before the estates were brought to market. 
It had been said that there were no arrears in that eourt, and 
that might be, asregarded the actual business before the judge 
himself, but there was much business iu a state of progress 
to him, and it was a fact which many practitioners were well 
aware of, that an estate put into the Landed Estates Coart 
could not be Gnally disposed of and sold ina less period than 
three years from the presenting of the petition. 

Mr. O’Brisy, Q.C., seconded the resolution, and expressed 
the high opinion which was entertained of the learning, 
attainments, and courtesy of the able judge who ided 
in the Landed Estates Court. But the pressure of business 
was such as called in the interests of the public for the 
appointment of a second judge, and he (Me, O'Brien) on the 
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many occasions he had spoken to members of both branches 
of the profession in relation to this subject had found the 
unanimous opinion entertained that tuere was an absolute 
iecsssity for a second judge. ; 
This resolution was carried without a dissentient voice, 
and the thanks of the meeting were moved by Mr. W. 
Anprews, Q.C., to Mr. M‘Donnell, Q.C., for his conduct 


as chairman. 








MR. DANIEL, Q.C.. ON IMPRISONMENT FOR 
DEBT. 


Ar the close of the business at the Bradford County 
Court, on Friday week, Mr. W. T. S. Daniel, Q.C., judge, 
stated that returns had been asked for by the Lord 
Chancellor through the Home Secretary from a number of 
county courts, with the object of ascertaining how far the 
judgment summonses issued under the jurisdiction of the 
courts had had the practical effect of producing the payment 
of just debts from debtors who were able to pay, but who 
refused to do so till the pressure of the law was brought to 
bear upon them in the shape of that jurisdiction, The re- 
turns from that court showed that in 1872 there were 355 
judgment summonses issued, of which 162 were either not 
served or were struck out. This was the form in which the 
Government asked for the information. Of these 162 that 
were either not served or were struck out, probably a large 
proportion of them were so struck ont because the plaintiffs 
had been satisfied or settled with. ‘The remaining 193 were 
served, and in 18 of these the money was paid into court on 
the issue of the summons, 175 were heard, and there were 
78 cases in which no order was made, or a new order for the 
peyment of smaller instalments, in consequence of its being 
found that the debtor’s means had diminished, and in which 
the court did not think it right to exercise the jurisdiction. 
In 97 cases orders of committal were issued, and upon these 
97 orders 66 warrants were taken out, the difference between 
the 97 and the 66 being those debtors who paid upon the 
orders cf committal without requiring warrants, Of the 66 
warrants 4 were not served in consequence of the defendants 
not being found; 2 were withdrawn, the plaintiffs being 
satisfied; 42 defendants paid on arrest; and 18 were 
imprisoned, of whom 6 paid during their imprisonment, and 
12 stayed their full term. Of the 355 judgment summonses, 
then, that had been issued, it might certainly be said that 
300 had been the means of obtaining the payment of just 
debts hy the operation of this jurisdiction of the court. In 
1875 the total amount of judgment summonses obtained was 
304; of these 91 were either not served or were strack out, 
probably hecause the plaintiffs were satisfied. 213 were 
served, and of these 18 paid on the issue of the summons, 
195 cases were heard, and in 136 cases no order, or a new ordér 
tor the payment of smaller instalments, it being found that 
the defendant’s means had become diminished, was made, 
thus showing that that court, at any rate, had not exercised 
its jurisdiction in an oppressive manner. 59 orders of com- 
mittal were granted, and on these 44 warrants were obtained, 
the difference between 59 and 44 being the number of 
plaintiffs who were settled with. One warrant was not 
served, and one was withdrawn; 29 paid on arrest; 
13 were imprisoned, of whom 5 paid during their imprison- 
ment and 8 stayed their full term. ‘Thus in 1873, out of 
349 judgment summonses, a very large proportion — 250 
at least—of the plaintiffs got paid. There were similar 
returns from the other courts that composed his circuit, but 
Bradford was the principal court, and he need only say that 
the figures from the other courts justified him in saying that 
the proportions were about the same as in the cage of Brad- 
ford. Varbe it from bim to desire to retain any jurisdiction 
that was supposed to be oppressive to poor debtors, He 
should indeed have been delighted if his experience had en- 
abled him to fall in with those benevolent and philanthropic 
views that had been taken of this matter in many quarters. 
He could not do so, however; he believed that this jurisdic- 
tion bad assisted to obtain payment of their just debts by a 
large class of debtors who Bad no goods or property that 
could be levied upon, who were still able to pay, but who 
would not pay until a pressure was brought to bear upon 
them in the way that the superior courts could bring it to 
bear in cases where the debt was above £50. 

Mr, Berry (solicitor) remarked that even in the few cases 
where debtors had endured the imprisonment rather than 
pay, it was almoet always found that it was not because 





they could not pay, but because, from a feeling of obstinagy, 
they would not, that they had suffered the whole of the. 
term, 

The subject then dropped, and the court rose. 





Societies. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 


At the usual weekly meeting of this society, held at the. 
Law Institution on Tuesday last, Mr. James Wilson, 
Addyman was daly elected a member of the society. The 
following legal question was discussed :—‘ Upon a sale. 
by auction of real estate, the particulars stated that the 
sale was ‘by direction of the proprietor’; but the name. 
of the vendor did not appear. The memorandum endorsed 
on the particulars was signed by the purchaser and by the 
auctioneer ‘on behalf of the vendor.’ Was the vendor 
sufficiently described aud the memorandum sufficient to. 
satisfy the Statute of Frauds?” The question was very 
fully discussed by the members present, and was ulti-- 
mately carried in the affirmative by a majority of six votes... 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clements-ion: 
Hall, on Wednesday, the 3rd day of January, 1875, Mr. W. 
B. Girling in the chair, Mr. T. B. Girling opened the- 
subject for the evening’s debate, viz.—‘‘ That the right of” 
foreign attachment exercised by the Mayor’s Court should 
be extended to the Superior Courts.” ‘The motion was lost- 
by a majority of seven. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the- 
Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on. 
Thursday, the fourth day of February, inst., the following 
being present, viz., Messrs. Desborough (chairman), Stewart, 
Carpenter, Finch, Kelly, Lovell, Sawtell, Styan, Tylee,. 
Williamson, and Boodle (secretary) grants of £10 and 
£5 were made to the daughters of two deceased non-- 
members, two new members were elected, and other 
ordinary business was transacted. 


_ 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Birmingham Law Stndents”’ 
Society was held on Monday evening atthe Great Western 
Hotel, Mr. A. Staveley Hill,Q.C., M. P., presiding. There were 
also present Messrs. H, W. Cole, Q.C., T. C.S. Kynnersley,. 
E. J. Hayes, Dugdale, J. Herbert, Rosher, F, Williams, N. 
Nathan, Parry, E. L. Tyndall, J. B. Clarke, Wm. Johnson,. 
G. Gem, C. E, Matthews (vice-chairman). 

At the conclusion of the dinner, 

Mr. W. H. Wartow, hon. secretary, read his report, 
which stated that at the present time the society numbered 
182 honorary members an< 57 ordinary members. Kighteem 
ordinary meetings had been held during the year. The~ 
financial position of the society was the highest that had 
ever been attained. Many new books snitable for students. 
had been added to the library, and twelve additional mem- 
bers had, during the year, been admitted. 

Mr. B. Werkes, treasurer, next read his report, which 
said that the tardy payment of subscriptions ha: led to the 


adoption of the system of collection by a poet ges 
at he « 


person. This change had worked so successfully t 
was able now to present by farthe most }favourable balance- 
sheet the society had ever produced, The income for the year 
had reached £85 7s. 6d., compared with £61 11s, last year, 
and with the balance which remained in hand at the com. 
mencement of the year (£21 6s, 2d.), amounted to 
£106 138, 8d. A bulance was left in hand of £9 1s. 3d, 
£97 12s. 5d, having been expended, Of the income £28 
had been subscribed by honorary members, £57 7s. 6d. hav- 
ing been received from ordinary members. ‘The society was 
not only free from debt, but had a well-stocked library. 

Mr. BF, Witt1ams moved and Mr, Davin seconded the adope 
tion of the foregoing reports. ‘The motion was carried unane 
imously. 
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The CHAIRMAN then delivered an address. He said that 
atatime When a notinconsid: rab‘e change had been wrought 
jpall trades and professions by the attendant circumstances 
which had been brought about by the rapid movements of 
the last few years, a still greater change seemed imminent 
to the legal profetsion by the operation of the Judicature 
Act, and of those measures with regard to the transfer of 
land, of which the principal one was delayed from the last 
gssion to the present. He might add to this that the 
intention of the Home Secretary to bring forward a 
tentative measure with regard to the appointment of public 
cutors, limiting it—for the present, at any rate—to 
the Home Counties, presaged a further change also in the 
ice of the criminal law. The Land '‘I'ransfer Bill 
came down to the House of Commons late during the last 
session, and required far more consideration than there was 
then time to give it; and he knew nothing which would 
have been more likely to interfere with the useful working 
ofthat great measure than that it should have passed without 
suficient discussion to afford an opportunity for amending 
details and answering objections. That full discussion he 
hoped they would be able to give to it in the ensuing 
session, not in any way shutting their eyes to the difficulties 
which attended it. Upon one class of objections he wished 
to offer a word of advice, as applying not only to that but 
also to similar measures. Let them not be led away by 
the cry that it would interfere with the profits of the pro- 
fesion, ‘*Great is Diana of the Ephesians’’ was the 
watchword of a monopolizing hierarchy of old; it was 
uoworthy of their honourable profession, which existed, as 
they prided themselves, for the advantage of their fellows, 
P| which, so long as it did advantage their fellows, would 
well repay the practice. Surely their system of conveyan- 
cing did require ameudment when they considered the 
eormous cost and labour incurred in the transfer 
of land, wholly disproportioned to the value of the 
transaction. He must say that nothing was more calculated 
to bring a blush to the cheek of the lawyer than to see the 
neat little conveyance of the time of Henry I., in four or 
five lines, leading absolutely to the same result as the gigantic 
indentures tempore Victorie,filling a whole flock of sheepskins, 
aod, if he might not put the matter on higher grounds, 
he might also urge -that all the difficulties and expenses 
thrown in the way of transfer of property lead necessarily 
toa weakness of defence so far as regards the safety of that 
property itself, and limit the dealings with it, and the con- 
sequent profits, far more than they benefit the practitioner. 
In addition to existing legislat‘on, and what was in im- 
mediate prospect, there was another subject which most in- 
timately affected the credit of the profession. He alluded 
to the present condition of their statute law. Notwith- 
standing the large amount of “ parliamentary work,” as it 
was called, the cumbrous condition of their statute book did 
not keep pace with the necessities of the age. Sections 
were framed upon an endeavour to meet every case that 
tould arise by an appropriate word, and this being, as the 
ilightest consiceration would show, impossible, the effect of 
the system was that between redundancy on the one hand 
md vagueness on the other, wherever a difficulty arose 
upon a statute, it was often found that “ Dirit quod non 
woluit, Quod voluit non dixit.” He ventured to say that, 
with all the legal knowledge that there was in the room, 
was scarcely a subject upon which he could refer to 
any of them for the statutory provisions connected with it 
tpon matters most affecting their every-day interest. Sup- 
pose the question asked, uf want to know, sir, the right of 
& public body to make a connection with a sewer through 
my land?” “TI want to knowif certain money which my wife 
had before marriage can be taken to pay my debts?” Or, 
What is the result upon the former Act of clause 10 in the 
dcensing Act?” The practitioner could only refer to a 
diligently-collated and carefully-indexed text-book, and 
Would not even then feel safe, unless he saw the date of the 
current year on the title page. As this, however, was a 
matter which he had given notice of his inteution to ad- 
Vertto in another place he would not now trouble them further 
with it. In conclusion, the chairman expressed his good 
Wishes for the welfare of the society ; his desire to look after 
the interests of the profession by his action in Parliament; 
the pleasure which he should feel at receiving the 
pinion of the society upon subjects which might be under 
on, 
The Cuarmman gave the toast of “The Queen,” which, 
g been drunk, 





The Vice-Cuarrman proposed ‘The Bench and Bar,” 
coupling with the toast the names of Messrs. Cole, Kyn- 
nersley, Rosher, and Parry. 

Mr. Coxz, in returning thanks fir the bench, said it 
was a very easy thing for a judgeto become unpopular. If 
he had a dozen or twenty cases before him in the course of 
the day, the result of his decisions, perhaps, was that he 
sent away a dozen or twenty persons dissat‘sfied with his- 
adverse award. But he was quite certain that the character- 
of the bench of judges, whether of the superior or the local 
courts, always deserved that rank which it now held in 
general estimation. 

Mr. Kyxnerstry, Mr. Rosner, and Mr. Parry also re-- 
sponded, expressing their wishes that the society should 
prosper. 

Mr. Corszr briefly proposed ‘‘The Birmingham Law 
Society,” to which 

Mr. Hayes (town clerk) replied, observing that the Law 
Society, of which he was a member, hada very great desire- 
to see the students—the coming lawyers— ot Birming- 
ham progress, and the course of their society had been. 
watched with very high interest. 

Mr. Dvepats gave ‘The Birmingham Law Students” 
Society,”’ to which Mr. F. W. Lowe, librarian of the society, 
responded. 

Other toasts, including a hear'y vote of thanks to the 
chairman, were then proposed. 

The following gentlemen were appointed to form the com- 
mittee for the ensuing year:—Messrs. J. Browett, F. W- 
Lowe, F. A. Malins, G. W. Hickman, M.A., H. Parish, W- 
Johnson, A. A. Baker, J. Norman, J. Rider, W. J. Suttor, 
W. H. Warlow, and B. Weekes. 

The proceedings then terminated. 








Obituarn. 


LORD ST. LEONARDS. 


The Right Hon. Edward Burtenshaw Sugden, Lord St.,. 
Leonards, died at Boyle Farm, near Kingston, on Friday, 
the 29th ult, in his ninety-fourth year. j His father was Mr, 
Richard Sugden, hairdresser, of Duke-street, St. James’s, 
where the future Chancellor was bornin 1781. He received 
his education at a private school, and entered, at an un- 
usually early age, the chambers of Mr. Groom, then in large 
practice as a conveyancer. Having kept therequisiteterms at 
Lincoln’s-inn he took out a certificate to practise as a con- 
veyancer below the bar. We have givenelsewhere some par- 
ticulars relating to the great works which he wrote in tkis 
period of his career, but we may here add that the first edi- 
tion of the ** Vendors and Purchasers ’”’ was published in 
1806, and the first edition of the “Powers” in 1808, in which 
year he was called to the bar. The reputation gained by 
these books soon brought him a rapid flow of chamber 
practice, In 1811 he published an edition of ‘‘ Gilbert on 
Uses and Trusts.” His business as a conveyancer was so 
great that in 1817 he endeavoured to obtain some relaxa-. 
tion by confining himself to court work, but his convey- 
ancivg fame svon caused his services to be in great request 
in the Court of Chancery. In 1822 he applied for and 
obtained a silk gown. Shortly before this time he 
had purchased @ property at Slaugham, in Sussex, 
and in 1818 he was an unsuccessful candidate for the 
representation of that county in Parliament. In 1826 he 
contested Shoreham with the same result, but in 1828 
he was elected as member for Weymouth. His 
opinions were those of the Tory party, but he sup- 
ported the Duke of Wellington in the passing of the 
Catholic Emancipation Act, and in 1829 (on the appoint- 
ment of Sir Nicholas Tindal to the Chief Justiceship of the 
Common Pleas) he obtained the Solicitor-Generalship and 
the honour of knighthood. In little more than a year, 
however, he retired with his party. In 1831 he withdrew 
from the representation of Weymouth and sat for a short 
time for the now disfranchised borongh of St. Mawes, in 
Cornwall. After the passing of the Reform Bill he obtained 
a seat for the borough of Cambridge. At this period he 
was the undisputed leader in the Court of Chancery, and 
was often retained in the common law courts to argue 
points of real property law, Frequent encounters took 
place between him and Lord Brougham, then Lord Chan- 
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cellor, who was believed to stand somewhat in awe of the 
ex-Solicitor-General. Before Lord Brougham’s retirement, 
however, a reconciliation took place, and the two eminent 
lawyers were afterwards on terms of friendship. Iu 1834, 
on the formation of Sir Robert Peel's Ministry, Sir E. 
Sugden was appointed Lord Chancellor of Ireland, but his 
party was only in power for a few months. For the next 
two years he was withdrawn from political life, but in 1836 
he created some sensation by an amusing pamphlet entitled 
‘¢ What has become of the Great Seal?” which had the 
effect of putting an end to the inconvenient arrangement 
of keeping the seal in commission, and brought about the 
promotion of Lord Cottenham tothe Chancellorship. In 
1837 Sir E. Sugden returned to the House of Com- 
mons as member for Ripon, and was re-elected without 
opposition at the general election of 1841. Late in 
that year on the return of Sir R. Peel to power, 
he was re-appointed Lord Chancellor of Ireland. 
After his return to England in 1846 he occupied himself 
in professional studies and in preparing fresh editions of his 
various books. In 1849 he published a book on‘‘ The Law 
of Property as administered by the House of Lords.” In 
February, 1852, the Conservatives returned to office, and 
the late Earl of Derby offered the Great Seal to Sir 
Edward Sugden, which, after.some hesitation, he accepted, 
and was raised to the peerage by the title of Baron St. 
Leonards. He only held the Chancellorship for ten months 
After retiring from office he was for many yeats a regular 
attendant at the hearing of appeals by the House of Lords 
He also took a prominent part in debates in the 
House on legal questions. On the attempted elevation 
of Lord Wensleydale as a life peer in 1856, he joined with 
Lords Lyndhurst, Brougham, and Campbell in successfully 
opposing the validity of the grant. In 1858, on Lord. 
Derby’s return to office, the Great Seal was again offered 
to Lord St. Leonards, but he refused it on the ground of 
increasing years. He shortly afterwards published his 
Handy Book on the Law of Real Property, which was so 
warmly welcomed by the profession and the public 
that by 1863 it had reached a seventh edition. As his 
age increased he gradually withdrew from regular 
attendance in the House of Lords, and devoted himself to 
his twochiefamusements, farmingand thecollectionof china. 
He still, however, continued to attend occasionally in the 
House of Lords. In 1867, on the presentation of a peti- 
tion by Mr. Rigby Wason against the appointment of Sir 
Fitzroy Kelly to the post of Lord Chief Baron, he made a 
spirited speech vindicating the latter from the unfounded 
imputations which had been made against him. In 1868 
he opposed (on both the first and the second reading) the 
late Marquis of Clanricarde’s Irish Land Tenure Bill. 
He still did not abandon his literary labours, for in 
1869 he published a short book on “ Misrepresenta- 
tions in Lord Campbell’s ‘Lives of Lords Lyndhurst 
and Brougham, ” in which he exposed several palpable in- 
accuracies relating to those peers as well as to himself ; and 
in 1870 he published some ‘ Observations on the Land 
Transfer Bills,” which included a notice of several measures 
then pending. Lord St. Leonards’ mental powers 
appear to have been unimpaired to the last. He 
was a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn (having been long 
the oldest member of that society), a deputy- 
lientenant of Sussex, high steward of the borough of 
Kingston-on-Thames, and an honorary LL.D. of the 
University of Cambridge. He married the daughter of 
Mr. John Knapp, who died in 1861. His eldest son, the 
Hon. Henry Sugden, died in 1866, leaving a son, Edward 
Burtenshaw Sugden, who was born in 1847, and now 
succeeds to the peerage. 








The Lord Chief Justice of England has consented to 
preside at the annual meeting of the Barristers’ Benevo- 
lent Association, which will be held in the Middle Temple 
Hall, on Friday, the 12th inst., at, half-past four. 


_ Convenient police-court buildings have just been erected 
in Marylebone. They are now ready for occupation, and 
it is understood that the police business will be removed 
from ane old court in High-street in the course of about a 
month. 





—————— 
TE 


Appotuturents, Ete. 


Mr. Harvey Winson Fettows, solicitor, of Rickmang. 
worth, has been appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates 
for the Watford division, in the place of the late My, 
Thomas Ward Blagg, of St. Alban’s. Mr. Fellows wag 
admitted a solicitor in 1848, and is also clerk to the 
magistrates at Rickmansworth, 


Mr. Ricnarp James Pawtey, Deputy-Registrar of the 
Mayor's Court, has been appointed Registrar of the co; 
in succession to Mr. Woodthorpe Brandon, who has been 
appointed Assistant-Judge. 


Mr. Toomas Brarp, solicitor, of 10, Basinghall-st 
has been elected Chairman of the Officers and Clerks’ Com. 
mittee in the Common Council. Mr. Beard was admitted 
in 1858, and is in partnership with his son, Mr. Walter 
James Westcott Beard. He has for several years repre. 
sented the ward of Bassishaw in the Common Council, and 
he has more than once filled the office of Under-Sheriff of 
London and Middlesex. 


Mr. Atrrep Watson, solicitor, of York, has been ape 
pointed Solicitor to the Cleveland Miners’ Association, 


Mr. Jonn Lopwick WanrDEN, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed Third Judge of the Court of Small Causes at 
Bombay. Mr. Warden is a graduate of Worcester College, 
Oxford, and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Trinity Term, 1865. 

Mr. Freperick T, Aston, solicitor, of Lombard-street, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to Administer Oaths 
in Chancery. 


The Clerkship of the Peace for the county of Anglesey 
has become vacant by the death of Mr, Richard Owen, of 
Beaumaris, who was admitted a solicitor in 1860. 








Heqal Ltems. 


At a meeting of the Law Amendment Society, held 
on Monday evening at its rooms, Adam-street, Adelphi, 
under the presidency of Mr. Frederick Hill, a paper was 
read on ‘*The Punishment of the Lash.” Mr. Justice 
Keating had been requested to occupy the chair; but ins 
letter, regretting his inability to be present, he said, ‘‘ The 
opinion I have formed, after a very long experience, is that 
the proposed extension of the punishment of the lash isa mis, 
take ; that itis not calculated to effect any of the legitimat, 
ebjects of punishment, but is calculated rather to create , 
criminal class more desperate even than any now existing.» 


“The funeral of Lord St. Leonards to-day reminds me,” 
says the London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian, 
‘“‘of the death, about six weeks ago, of the only person who 
was able to speak from recollection of the late venerable 
peer’s early days. The gentleman in question was & 
Mr. Stuart, who had been clerk for a great many yeals 
to Mr. Groom, the conveyancer to whom, as the obituary 
notices have stated, young Sugden was first articled. Mr 
Stuart, who had himself reached a venerable age, was not 
a contem porary of the future Chancellor in Mr. Groom's 
office ; but as he entered it very young, the traditions of 
Mr. Sugden’s occupancy of the junior clerk’s room were 
fresh”. 

Lord Chelmsford has written tothe Times to say that, 
‘when Lord Derby undertook to form a Government it 
1858 he at once offered the Chancellorship to Lord St 
Leonards, who declined it on account of the state of his 
health at that time. It appears from the unpub 
‘Recollections of Lord Kingsdown’s Life,’ that upon this 
occasion he also had an offer of the Great Seal, no. doubt 
after Lord St. Leonards had refused it. It was not tillafter 
Lord Derby had failed to obtain the acceptance of the office 
by both these distinguished Equity lawyers that he 
his thoughts to Lord Chelmsford, who had been Attorney+ 
General during his Government in 1852. Even then he 
hesitated as to the propriety of appoining a ‘common law 
counsel’ to be Chancellor, until he was reminded 
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———— 
ere were three previous instances of such an appointment 
jyring been made in the persons of Lord Lyndhurst, Lord 
Brougham, and Lord Truro.” 

The Lord Chancellor of Ireland has called the attention of 
the bar, on whose support he relied in furtherance of the 
yinding up and termination of the suits which have been 
pend in the masters’ offices, to a notice which he had 
cued to be inserted in the ‘Legal Diary” of that day 
which was to the effect following, viz. :—“In the cause 

ition matters, which have been transferred from the 
qfices of Master Brooke and Master Murphy to the Lord 
Chancellor, it is requested by the Lord Chancellor that the 

ies having carriage of proceedings shall deliver for his 
ue to the chief clerk, summaries approved by counsel, 
gating the proceedings already had, and the matters still 
remaining for inquiry or adjudication.” The Lord Chan- 
qllor also stated that several matters both in lunacy and 
ninor matters sent down, appeared to him more proper to 
tedisposed of by himself in chambers, and that accordingly 
hewould sit in chambers on Monday, and that the chief 
detk would arranve again a subsequent day next week for 
the Lord Chancellor personally sitting in chambers, and 
would give notice. He would allow the costs of the 
smmaries, which he had suggested in the foregoing notice, 
ad he had no doubt they would be the means of expediting 
and so lessening expense in the cases. 








Courts. 


COMMON PLEAS. 
(Before Keatinc, Brett, Grove, and Denman, JJ.) 
Jan. 28.—Re S. A. Kisch. 


The nature of this case will appear from the following 
judgment :— 
, ATING, J.—This is a case in which we have had con- 
siderable doubt and hesitation. That doubt and hesitation 
have arisen from the consideration of how far the charge 
ariginally suggested against this attorney was made out so 
a to satisfy us judicially that he had been guilty of it. 
The charge originally suggested was one of a very serious 
character. It was that of designedly not issuing any 
subpeenas whatever, and not having issued those subpcenas, 
o not having issued, designedly, the number of subpcenas 
that he ought to have issued, that he then made an 
afidavit at variance with the facts, and endeavoured 
to carry out and support that affidavit, by perpe- 
tating a fraud upon the Master, by the produc- 
tion of subpcenas which evidently were only issued 
Ee the day upon which he made his affidavit. If that 
been established to our satisfaction judicially, we 
@ould certainly have been forced to inflict upon the 
attorney a very severe punishment, and the most that I 
caneay with reference to it is, that it is not made out with 
that clearness that would satisfy us judicially upon the 
int ; and we ought not to act upon what may be suspicion, 
tat, giving the attorney credit to the utmost extent that we 
@eable to go in his favour—giving him credit for his having 
given orders to issue the requisite number of subpoonas, 
and his belief that the requisite number of subpoenas had 
been issued, when it was discovered that the requisite number 
not been issued, we cannot help coming to the conclu- 
tion that he did undoubtedly, by what must be termed mal- 
Practice, endeavour to cure what, taking the most charitable 
Tew of it, would be a gross blunder—ho attempted to 
ture that by endeavouring to induce the Master to believe 
$e which certainly was not in accordance with the fact. 
this, although undoubtedly of a very different character 
tom what would have been the offence to which I have re- 
ferred, is in itself one which the court eannot sufficiently 
tize as being exceedingly objectionable. It is a course 
, if pursued, would lead to all sorts of confusion, and 
tend directly to fraud, and therefore the court think it was 
case in which it behoved the Law Society to institute the 
which they have done, and to bring this matter be- 
fore the court. Having been brought before the court, we 
&e disposed to take the most lenient view of it that we can, 
‘nsistently with our duty; but the attorney in this case 
ust hold himself admonished, and seriously admonished, 
be most cautious in future how he is engaged in any 





transaction resembling the present. 


Under the circum- 


stances of the case, we think we are justified in looking 
upon it without extending the punishment to suspension. 
We direct the attorney to consider himself admonished to 
the full extent to which I have referred, and we order that 
he pay the whole costs of this application. 





—E 





Law Students’ Sournal. 


LIST OF GENTLEMEN WHO PASSED THE 
FINAL EXAMINATION 


In Hinaky TERM, 1875. 


A’Barrow, Rufus 

Abney, Chas, Edwd., B.A. 
Ainley, Alfred 

Belcher, William Henry 
Bennet, Sidney Baxter 
Benson, Reginald, B.A. 
Biddle, Fredk. Wm., B.A. 
Buckton, Geo. Freer 
Bryan, Henry Newton 
Buckley, James Fraser 
Burges, Fred Travers 
Burgess, Eenry Edward 
Burr, Percy John 

Busby, Charles George 
Challinor, Arthur 
Chapman, James 

Clark, Frederick 

Clarke, Joseph Devonshire 
Coldham, Henry Rowe 
Collet, Edward Francis 
Comyn, H. E. Fitzwilliam 
Cosens, George 

Credland, Alfred 
Cumberland, John 

Curtis, William James 
Davenport, Alfred 

Dent, Bannister 

Dent, William Richard 
Dickson, Alan Chambre 
Dighton, John 

Doggett, Hugh Greenfield 
Dresser, John Henry 
Eade, Cyril 

Eaden, John Fredk., L.L.B. 
Edwards, Stanley 

Ellis, Vivian 

Emerson, Horace 

Evans, George 

Farnfield, Herbert Edward 
Flowers, George Arthur 
Floyd, James 

Gadsdon, Henry Benjamin 
Gaine, Wm. Edwd. Louis 
Gardiner, Wm. Mansfield 
Gibbs, Frank 

Giiks, Wm. John 
Goldberg, Leopold 
Goodale, William 

Greg, Walter 

Greswell, R. F. Karslake 
Gwyn, T. Martin Crowther 
Hamlin, William Thomas 
Harrison, Edmund George 
Harvard, Wm. J. Remfry 
Hedgecock, Wm, Chave 
Higgs, Joseph 

Hilliard, Charles Ashby 
Holmes, Hy. James Ernest 
Howarth, Charles Duncombe 
James, Henry Willoughby 
Johnson, George Frederick 
Johnson, Lewknor 

Jones, Thomas Augustus 
Jubber, James Ward 
Kearsey, Francis, B.A. 
Kirkland, John William 


Knight, Hubert Billinghurst 
Lake, Arthur Robert 
Lambert, Charles James 
Langley, Fras. Edmund 
Last, John Thomas 

Law, William Russell 
Lawrence, William Henry 
Lister, James Douglas 
Lodge, Theophilus Burnand 
Lucas, Samuel Francis 
Lyall, Harry William 
Maitland, Pelham Page 
Manbey, William John 
Marshall, Ernest Luxmoore 
Matthews, Sidney 

Maule, Montague George 
Miller, Donald Deschamps 
Miller, John Bews 

Milles, Charles William 
Mocre, William Marsland 
Morris, Edward Harold 
Munday, John Hill 

Neish, George Watson, B.A. 
Nevett, Sydney Thomas 
Nicholson, Fred Edw., B.A. 
Nutsey, Charles 

O'Neill, William Lane 
Osborne, William 

Owen, James McConnell 
Paglar, John Foster 

Paice, Charles 

Paine, Edgar James 

Perks, Robert William 
Peter, Claude Harst 
Ponsonby, John Harrison 
Powell, T. Albert Geoffrey 
Price, Francis Borthwick 
Pritchard, Richard Haghes 
Pruen, Frederick Langford 
Rayner, Robert Hyde 

Reid, Herbert Frederic 
Renskaw, Arthur Henry 
Richards, Charles Thomas 
Richards, Harry Weller 
Rivington, Cecil Stansfeld 
Roberts, Edward 

Robinson, Joseph 

Rodda, Charles 

Roughton, George Woodford 
Rowley, Thomas Edward 
Russel, John Howard 
Rutherford, Wm. Watson 
Ryott, William Hall 
Salmond, Albert Louis 
Sampson, Edward William 
Sargeant, John Fredk. 
Scholefield, William, jun. 
Scobie, Mackay J. Graham 
Scott, Francis 

Scott, Henry Venn 
Shackleton, William Fredk. 
Sharples, Robert Henry 
Shelton, Edward Lyon 
Simpson, Walter Maddox 
Sloper, Sidney Fitzroy 
Smeathman, Lovet 
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Smedley, Robert William 
Smith, Alfred Toulmin 
Smith, Basil Wickings 
Smith, Edwin Augustus C. 
Smith, Henry 

Smith, R. Vernon Somers 
Stacey, William Holland 
Stanford, Daniel Edward 
Stevens, Henry Venn 
Steward, Geo. Ernest, B.A. 
Stewart, F. Forbes Mumford 
Styrings, Robert 

Thunder, Carter 

Toynbee, Walter Turner 
Turner, Arthur 

Veasey, Charles James, B.A. 
Wadmore, A. H. Thomas 
Wake, William Robert 
Waller, Henry Robert 
Waln, Charles Alfred 
Walters, Radclyffe, B.A. 


Walton, Richard Percival 

Ward, Arthur Edward 

Ward, Arthur Ernest 

Warner, Sydney Gater 

Watson, Charles 

Welch, Thomas 

Wells, Frederick William 

Wells, William 

West, Albert 

Weston, Walter Philip 

White, Geo. Fairfax Moresby 

Wightwick, H. Milner 

Wilkins, Thomas Smith 

Willcock, Robert 

Williams, Edward Warwick 

Willmott, John Henry 

Wollaston, Charles Henry 
Reynolds, B.A. 

Wood, Alfred 

Wright, Thomas 








Court Papers. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. Lorp 
Monday, Feb. 8 Mr. Farrer 
Tuesday...... 

Wednesday .. 10 

Thursday .... 11 

Friday ...... 12 


Saturday .... 13 Rogers 


V. C. Matrys. 
Monday, Feb. 8 Mr. Merivale Mr, Disraeli 


Tuesday...... 9 Milne 
Wednesday .. 10 
Thursday .... 11 
Friday ...... 12 
Saturday .... 13 


Milne 
Milne 


CHANCELLOR. 


Merivale 


Merivale 


MASTER OF THE Lorps 
Rots. JusTICcEs, 
Mr. Holdship Mr, Latham 
Teesdale Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Holdship Latham 
Teesdale Leach 


V.C.Bacox. V.C. Haun 


Mr. Ward 

ing Pemberton 
Disraeli Ward 
King Pemberton 
Disraeli Ward 
King Pemberton 


CERTIFICATES OF SALE AND TRANSFER. 


Mond., Feb. 8 Mr. Rogers 
Tuesday .. 9 Holdship 
Wednesday 10 


Pemberton Saturday ..13 


Thurs., Feb.t1 Mr. Latham 
Friday ....12 Milne 
Disraeli 


Sirtincs arrer Hinary Term, 1875. 


COURT OF APPEAL IN CMAN-) 
CERY. 


Lincoln’s-inn. 
Zoeetey he haem & apps 
ednes ....! 
Thursday ..11 } Appeals 


Pets in Lunacy & 
Saturday ..13 app pets. y 
Monday ....15..App motns & apps 
Tuesday....16 

Wednesday .17 > Appeals. 
Thursday ..18 

Friday ....19..Bkt. apps. & apps. 


Saturday ..20{ ong ted wane S 


Monday ....{2..App.mtns. & apps 


Tuesday ..23 
Wednesday .24 > Appeals. 
Thursday ..25 
Friday ....26 .Bkt. app.& apps. 
§ Petns. in Lunacy 
Saturday ..27 land App Petns. 
Monday Mar 1..App. mtns, & apps 
Toesday..«. 2 
Wednesday . 3? Appeals. 
Thursday .. 4 
Friday .... Oo Ehs. apps. & apps 
etitns. in lunacy 
Saturday .. 6 ie app. petns. 
Monday .... 8..App. mtns. & apps 
ae oon D 
ednes....10 } Appeals, 
Thursday .,11 i 
Friday comes apps. & apps 
. etitns. in lunacy 
Satarday ..13 {ea appl. petns, 
Monday ....15..Aop.mtns, & apps, 
Zoeeday-ooelS 
ednesday .17 > Appeals. 
Thursday "8 
Friday ....19..Bkt. apps. &apor. 


| 


og § Petns. in lunacy 
Saturday....20 { etns. in, Ia 
Monday....22..App. motns. & app. 
Tuesday ...2 


3 
| Wednesday ay Appeals. 
Friday ....12..Bkt apps & apps. || 


| 
| 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
Chancery-lane. 


| Tuesday Feb 9 { The First Seal.— 


Mtns. & gen, pa. 


| Wednes ....10 


| 





Thursday ..1! > General paper. 

Friday......12 deg 
Petns., sht. caus., 

Saturday ..13{udj, sumns., and 
gen. pa, 

Monday ....15 

‘Tuesday is] General paper 


Wednes....17 
The Second Seal, 
Thorsday .. 18 —Mtns. & gen. pa 
Friday ....19..General paper. 
Petns, sht. caus. 
Saturday ..20{adj. sumns., & 
gen. pa, 
Monday....22 
Tuaday- 3} General paper 
Wednesday,.24 
The Third Seal, — 
Tharsday..25 fy & gen. pa 
Friday......26..General paper. 
Petns, eht causes 
Saturday ..27 / adj. sums. & gen. 


Monday Mar 1 

Tresday .. 2 | General paper, 

Wednesday. 2 avy 
The Fourth Seal’ 

Thursday .. 4 { Mtns. & gen. pa. 

Friday -..+ 5..General paper. 





Pets, sht causes, 
Saturday .. 64 adj. sams.& gen. 
pa. 
Mondav .... 8 
Tuesday .... 9 { conera paper 


Wednesda ..10 are 
(The Fifth Seal.— 
Tharsday .o1! UMotns & gen. pa. 
Friday ......12..General paper. 
Pets, sht causes, 
Sa.urday ..13 { adj. sums. & gen. 
pa. 
Monday....15 
Tuesday....16 > General paper 
Wednes....17 weet Beat 
1} re Sixth Seal.— 
Toursday ..18 ) arcens. & gen. pa. 
Friday.....019.. General paper. 
Pets, sht causes, 
Saturday ..20 { adj. sums. & gen. 


pa. 
Monéay wens apense) paper. : 
The Seventh Seal, 
Tuesday ..23 Motns. & gen. pa. 
Wednesday 24.,General paper. 


N.B.—Further Considerations will 
be taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to original 
Causes, but will not take pre- 
cedence of any Cause or matter 
that has already appeared in the 
Paper. 

Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard ; and any causes 
intended to be heard as short 
causes must be so marked at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard, and the necessary 
papers left in Court with the 
Judge's Officer the day before 
the cause comes into the paper. 


Vv. C. Sim RICHARD MALINS. 
Lincoln’s-inn. 


q The First Seal.— 
TuesdayFeb 9 Posed & gen. pa 
Thursday’ .11 } General paper. 
Friday ....12..Petns & gen pa 

" (Sht. causes, adj 
Saturday ..13 Usumns., & gen pa. 
Monday....15 


Tuesday....16 > General paper. 
Wednesday 17 a 

The Second Seal. 
Thursday ..18 trace &gen pa. 
Friday ....19..Petns. & gen. pa. 


Sht. causes, adj 
Saturday ..20 i sums, and gen pa 
Munday ....22 


Tuesday....23 General paper, 


Wednesday .24 eeiueneeeis 

e Third Seal._— 
Thursday ..25 Motns & gen pa. 
Friday ....26..Petns. & gen. pa. 
Saturday....27 Sht. causes, adj. 


sums. & gen. pa, 
MondayMar 1 
Tuesday...» 2 General paper. 
Weduesday.. 3 ( The? 8 
Tha Fourth Seal, 
Thursday .. 4 onan & Gen pa 
Friday... eos & gen. rey 
Short causes, a 
Bitarday .. 6 fad & gen. pa. 
Monday ... 8 
Tuesday...» 9? General paper. 
Wednesday..10 
The Fifth Seal.— 


Thursday ..11 Motns. & gen pa. 
sieve tigen one gen.ps. 

Sht. causes adj, 
Satarday..13 sums. & gen. pa. 
Monday ....15 


Tuesday....16 General paper, 


Wednesday ..17 ‘ 
The Sixth Seal.— 
Thursday ..18 {Tteas & gen. pa. 
Friday ....19.,Pets. & gen. pa. 
sht. ° 
Saturday 20 |S, egnnes a 
9 § County Co. apps. 
Monday....22 { € genera pa. 
TheSeventh Seal. 
Tuesday....23 { —Motns.&gen.pa. 
Wednesday.24.,General paper, 
Any Oauses intended to be 
heard as Short Causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
Paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary papers left in Court 


— SS 
with the Judge’s Officer the dey 


betore the Cause comes intg 
Paper. ” 


V. C. Sir JAMES BACcoy, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
The First Seal, 
Tuesday Feb 9 jis a 
& gen. pa, 
Wednes ...10...{n Bankzaptey 
Thursday ..11 
Friday ....12 


3 § Petns, sht, ca 
Saturday ..1 leas pa ses 


} General paper, 


Monday ...+15} 
Tuesday ....16 General paper, 
Wednesday 17 

The Second Sea}. 
Thursday ..18 jus. adj. sums, 

gen pa 
Friday ....19..General paper, 

f Petns., sht, 
Saturday ..20 | & yee $s caus, 
enieg oe vy -In Bankruptey, 
nesday ...02 
Wednesday 24 { General paper, 
The Third Seal.— 
Motns, adj. sums, 
& gen pa. 
Friday ....26..General paper, 
»7 § Petns., sht. caus, 

Saturday ..27 } & gen. pa. 
MondayMar |..{n Bankruptcy, 


Fm > 
Tuesday .... 3} General paper, 


Wednesday... 3 
The Fourth Seal- 
Thursday... 4 { Motas, oa 
‘ gen, pa 
Friday. .... 5.-General paper 
Saturday.... 6 { — sht. Causes, 
gen. pa. 
Tacotey sees oo Lu BankrupteY 
soee § ! f, 
Woanesday.10} ieners: Pe 
The Fifth Seal,— 


Motns. adj. sums. 
& gen. Pa 
Friday......12. emg tie 
Pets, sh* ca 
Saturday ..13 & gon. Pa 
Mantey, e015... InBankroptey 
Tuesday....16 
Wednesday..17 } General paper 
The Sixth Seal. 
Motns. adj, suas, 
& gen. pa. 
Friday......19. - General — 
Pets, sht. 
SAA & gen. Da. 
onday ....22..in Bankrap' 
The Seventh Seal. 
Tuesday....23 1 —Motns. adj. sms 


& gen pa. 
Wednesday..24..General paper. 


N.B.—Further Considerations wil 
be taken as part of the General 
Paper, in priority to Original 
Causes, but will not take prece- 
dence cf any Cause or matter 
that has already appeared in the 
Paper. 

Any Causes intended to be 
heard as Short Causes mast be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put inthe 
Paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary papers left in Court 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
before the Cause comes into the 
Paper. 


Thursday ..25 


Thursday... 11 


Thursday,..18 


V.C. Sir CHARLES MALL. 
Lincoln’s-inn, 
The First Seal— 
Tuesday Feb 9 japon adj. sums, 


Watsedier 2610.4. 
ednesday 

Thursday ..11 } General Bape 
Friday ....12..Petns., & gen. pe 
Saturday ..13 leas 
Monday....15 

Tuesday ..16 | over Paper. 


Wednesday .17 
The Second Seal, 
Thursday ..18 { Mtns. adj. sme & 
gen. pa. 
Friday....+019,.Pstns, & gam pa- 
Baturday.. 20 { Skt. | Comm 


gen. pa. 
Monday ....22 
Tuesday ..23 f General paper 
Wednesday.24 





The Third Seal 
| Thursday ..25 {wine ad), susmils 
gen, pa 
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6..Petns. & gen. pa 
»o+-26.-Petns, & gen. pa 
ain $ Causes 


td 1) 
yy... 2° General paper, 
3 
The Fourth Seal. 
Mtns, adj sums & 
gen, pa. 
Friday «+++ 5, Pets. & gen pa, 
6 She. 
saturday ++ 9 ) ven. pa, 


eo 8 
poor nas | General paper. 
sday lv 
ey The Fifth Seal.— 


Teursday .-11 4 Motns, adj. sums, 
& gen. pa. 
friday ...-12..Pets & gen. pa. 


Sht caus. & gen. } 


saturday +13 fo aper 
mday....) 


5 
16 $ General paper. 


7} 
The Sixth Seal.— | 
Mots. adj. sums. | 


tharsday...8 


& gen. pa. 


iday....-.19.. Pets. & gen, pa, | 
aad go § Sht-causes & gen. 
™ (pa. 


Saturday .. 


causes & 


Monday ....22.. General paper. 


The Seventh Seal. 


Tuesday ..0.23 4 Motns. adj. sums, 


& gen, pa. 


Wednesday .24,.Geueral paper. 


N,B—Further Considerations -will 


be taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes, but will not take pre- 
cedence of any Cause or Matter 
that has already appeared in the 
Paper. 


Any Causes intended to be 


heard as Short Causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
Paper tobe so heard, and the 
necessary papers left in Court 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
before the Cause comes into the 
Paper, 


No cause, motion for decree, or 


further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to standover if it shall be 
within twelve of the Just canse or 
matter in the printei Paper cf 
the day for hearing. 


° OrvER or Court. 
Thursday, the 21st of January, 1875. 

Whereas by the 5th of the Consolidated Orders of the 
High Court of Chancery, rule 4, article 1, it is provided 
that the Kaster Vacation shall commence and terminate on 
sach days as the Lord Chancellor shall every year specially 
direct: Now I do hereby order that the Easter Vacation 
forthe present year shall commence on Siturday, the 27th 
day of March next, and terminate on Monday, the Sth day 
of April next (both days inclusive); and that this order be 
entered and set up in the several offices of this court. 


Carrns, C. 


OrveR oF Court. 

Saturday, the 30th day of January, 1875. 

Whereas from the present state of the business before the 
lord-Chancellor and the Master of the Rolls, respectively, 
itis expedient that a portion of the causes set down before 
the Lord Chancellor to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir Richard Malins should be transferred to the book of 
causes for hearing before the Master of the Rolls: Now I 
the Right Honourable Hugh MacCalmont Baron Cairns, 
lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, by and with the ad- 
vice and concurrence of the Right Honourable Sir George 
Jessel, Master of the Rolls, do hereby order that the several 
causes set forth in the schedule hereunto subjoined, be ac- 
cordingly transferred from the book of causes standing for 
heating before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins to the 
book of causes for hearing before the Master of the Rolls. 
And do further order that all causes so to be transferred (al- 
though the bills in such causes may have been marked for 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins, under the 6th of 
the Consolidated Orders of this court and nothwithstanding 
any orders therein made by the said Vice-Chancellor or his 
predecessors), shall hereafter be considered and taken as 
causes Originally marked for the Master of the Rolls, and be 
subject to the same regulations as all causes marked for the 
Master of the Rolls are subject to by the same orders; pro- 
vided nevertheless that no order made by the said Vice- 
Chancellor or his predecessor in any such causes shall be 
varied or reversed otherwise than by the Lord Chancellor or 
the Lords Justices. And this order is to be drawn up by the 
Iegistrar, and set up in the several offices of this court. 


Carrns, C. 
G. Jasset, M.R. 


The Schedule. 


Gurney v Brown, Cause. 


Smith v Hersee. 


Motion for decree. 


1872 G, 159 


1874 S. 27 


Mallard v Margary. Motion for decree, 1873 M. 109 


onds v Hartland. Motion for decree, 
1874 M. 25 


is v Kelland. Cause. 


1873 E. 35 


Dangerfield vy Budd. Motion for decree, witnesses before 


examiner, 1873 D. 30 
v Dale. 

en v Macleod. Cause. 

v Pyne. 
ards v Richards. 
lor v Evans. 

v Kinloch, Cause, 


Motion for decree. 
1874 B. 38 
Motion for decree. 
Motion for decree. 
Motion for decree, 

1873 M. 63 


1872 Y. 7 


1873 G. 169 
1871 R, 77 
1873 F, 63 





Hoskins v Holland. Motion for decree. 1874 H. 58 
Baillie Hamilton v Earl of Home. Cause. 1873 B. 204 
Wetherfield + Galindo. Cause. 1873 W. 122 
Robinson v Arch. Cause with witnesses. 1874 R. 9 
Vining v Ponsford. Motion for decree. 1874 V. 13 
Richards v Roberts. Motion for decree. 1874 R. 93 
Page v Pigeon. Motion for decree. 1874 P. 38 
Cottell v Somerset and Dorset Railway Company. Cause. 

1874 C. 240 
Willis v Somerset and Dorset Railway Company. Cause 

1874 W. 21¢ 
Fielding v Rodda. Motion for decree. 1874 F. 50 
Haggis v Wallis. Cause. 1873 H. 262 
Fox v Lownds. Motion for decree. 1875 F. 1 
Goldring v Anker. Motion for decree. 1873 G. 99 
Long v Jones. Motion for decree. 1873 L. 147 
Long v Inskip. Motion for decree. 1873 L. 149 
Minns v Pain. Motion for decree. 1874 M. 127 
Palmer v Moore. Motion fordecree. 1874 P. 52 
Crozier v Callcott. Cause with witnesses. 1873 C. 260 

Carrns, C, 
G. Jesset, M.R. 


The Master of the Rolls will not hear any of the above 
causes before the 9th day of February next. 
R. H. Leacu, Registrar. 


SPRING CIRCUITS. 
Home—Cocksvry, C.J., and Denman, J. 
Hertford, Feb. 27; Chelmsford, March 2; Maidstone, 
March, 8; Sussex (Brighton or Lewes), March 15 ; King- 

ston, March 22. 
NorFotK—B.LackBurn, J. and Grove, J. 

Oakham, March 1; Leicester, March 2; Northampton, 
March § ; Aylesbury, March 10; Bedford, March 15; 
Huntingdon, March 18 ; Cambridge, March 20 ; Ipswich, 
March 25 ; Norwich, March 31. ' 

Mrptanp—Lord Coreriper, C.J., and Amputett, B. 

Warwick, Feb. 25: Derbv, March 3; Nottingham, March 
8: Lincoln, March 11; York and City, March 17; Leeds, 
March 23. 

Western—Ke ty, C.B., and Lusu, J. 

Winchester, March 1; Dorchester, March 8; Exeter, March 
12; Bodmin, March19; Taunton, March 23; Devizes, 
March 29 ; Bristol, April 2. 

OxFrorp—Quain, J., and ARCHIBALD, J. 

Reading, Feb. 24; Oxford, Feb. 27; Worcester, March 3; 
Statford, March 8; Shrewsbury, March 18; Hereford, 
March 24; Monmouth, March 29; Gloucester, April 2. 

NortHern—Pottock, B., and Frexp, J. 

Appleby, Feb. 15; Carlisle, Feb. 17; Newcastle, Feb. 22 ; 
Durham, March 2; Lancaster, March 8; Manchester, 
March12; Liverpool, March 24, 


Nort Watrs—MeE tor, J. 

Swansea, Feb. 27 ; Welshpool, March 8; Dolgelly, March 
11; Carnarvon, March 13; Beaumaris, March 17 ; Ruthin, 
March 20; Mold, March 24; Chester, March 27. 

Sourn WaLes—CLBassy, B. 

Swansea, Feb. 27; Haverfordwest, March 8; Cardigan, March 
13; Carmarthen, March 17; Brecon, March 20; Presteign, 
March 25; Chester, March 27. 


Brett, J. remains in town. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

Last Quorarron, Feb, 5. 1875. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 923 Annuities, April, 85, 9} 
Ditto for Account, Mar, 92$ Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1¥08 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 92 Ex Bills ,£1000, 24 per Ct. 1 dis. 
New 3 per Cent., 92§ Ditto, £500, Do | dis, 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, | dis. 
Do. 24 perCent., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock, 5 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’78 | Ct, (last half-year), 257 
Annuities, Jan,’80— Dittc for Account. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,"80, 1084 , Ditto,5g per Cnt., May,'79 1015 
Ditto for Account, — Di ebentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oot.’ 88,105 April, "64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cont, , Aug. '73 
Ditto En faced Ppr.,¢ per Cent.94 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
Ind, Enf,Pr,,5 p C.,Jan.’73 Ditto, ditto, uader £1°00 
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<== 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companier, 
Paid. [Closing Brie Fray, Jan. 29, 1875, 

Wie of UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 
| 100 116 Barry Railway Companv.—V.C. Malins has, by an order dated 
Stock 99 appointed Joseph Wagstaff Blundal!l, Gresham st, to be 
Stock | Giasgow and South-Western ......... eoceee! 98: Hqsiiter. Creators sxe required, on or before Fab 31, te in 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary StoCK  sscsssssscccscece, | 4 ea oe ee an cn ee eee 
Stock|Great Northern I 139; claima, to the above. March 10, at 12, is appointed for hearing ang 
Stock) Do., A Stock® 158 . —— i jaond “Nines and — tas ell 

= “ : radfor am Wa’ mpany.—Pctition for winding up, 
= tt pm oun a of Ireland ...... j Jan 26, directed to be heard before V.C. Bazon, on Feb 13. Wood, 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire  ........ccosssscsssseces Bd ene ing eg embed emg 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast. Llandaff and Canton District Market Company,—The M.R. hag, by an 
Stock| London, Chattam, and Dover... order dated Nov 24, appointed William Courtenay Clarke, Cardiff, to 
Stock London and North-Western be oiiiciat Mystinser. 

tock London and South Western......... 

Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ., 
Stock Metropolitan 
Stock Do., District 
Stock Midland 
Stock North British 
Stock North Eastern 
Stock North London... 
Stock North Staffordshire ... 
Stock South Devon - 
Stock South-Eastern 











Railways. 


Stock! Bristol and Exeter 
Caledoni 








Jan ia, 














Limrrep in CHaNncery. 
Bream Iron Mining Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Moniay, 
Feb 8, at 11.30, for the appointment of an official liquidator. J 
Flour Mill Colliery Company, Limited.—V.C. Ma'ins has, by an order 
dated Jan 15, ordered that the voluntarv winding up of the above 
company be continued. Waller and Handson, King st, Cheapside 
solicitors for the petitioners. 4 
Leicestershire and North of Eng'and Fire Insurance Company, Limited, 
—Petition for winding up, presented Jan 28, directed to be head 
before the M.R. on Feb 13. Mercer and Mercer, Copthall Court, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 
Peoples Coal and Colliery Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before March 1, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. John Smith, Old Jewry, 
Monday, March 15, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. , 
Teplitz Colliery and Coal Oil Company, Gimited.—The M.R, has fired 
Tuesday, Feb 9, at 1.15, for the appointment of an official liquidator, 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Jan. 29, 1875, 
a ae Benevolent Society, White Hart Inn, Ho!mfirth, York. Jan 
2 





























Money Market AnD City INTELLIGENC?. 

No change has been made in the Bank rate. The pro- 
portion of reserve to liabilities has fallen from 50 per 
cent. last week to about 43 per cent. this week. Up to 
Tuesday the home railway market was firm, but on that 
day there was some reaction, succeeded however on 
Wednesday by a recovery which continued on Thursday. 
On Monday and Tuesday the foreign market was flat, but 


Improved Order of United Friends’ Friendly Society, San Inn, Blan. 
there wasa great improvement on Wednesday aud Thursday. 


avon, Monmouth. Jan 13 


Consols closed on the latter day 92} to § for money, ana 
92% to = for the account. 

At the meeting on Thursday of the London and County 
Banking Company the report was adopted and a dividend 


of ten per cent. for the half year was declared, making 


with that paid to 30th June last twenty per cent, for the 
year. The net profits for the past half year, with £29,279 
brought forward, amounted to a total of £153,936. The 


sum of £15,000 has been transferred to the credit of 


premises account, and £18,936 carried forward. The 
“amount due by the bank for customers’ balances, &c.,” 
amounted to £22,672,591, and “ discounted bills and ad- 
vances to customers, &.,” to £16,893,470. 








BIRTHS AND MARRIAGES. 
BIRTHS. 
Aten—Feb. 2, at 116, Upper Brook-street, Manchester, the 
wife of Charles Royle Allen, solicitor, of a daughter. 
Browx—Jan. 30, the wife of ‘Thomas Brown, solicitor, Wood- 
stock, Oxon, of a son. 
Lamuent—Jan, 29, at 124, Adelaide-road, the wife of T. H. 
Lambert, Esq., solicitor, of a son. 


MARRIAGES, 

Inc1iis—Cox—Feb. 2, at St. Peter’s Church, Sudbury, Suffolk, 
George Deas Inglis, barrister-at-law, of Bareilly, India, to 
Louisa Adelaide, youngest daughter of the late Charles 
Henry Cox, of St. Lucia, West Indies. 

Lrrrox—Lrz—Feb. 2, at St. James’ Church, Piccadilly, 
Edward I. Litton, Esq., Q.C., to Mary, third daughter of 
Henry Lee, Esq., of No. 9, Savile-row. 

Mitvain—Henperson-—Jan. 28, at St. Peter’s Church, 
Bournemouth, Thomas Milvain, of the Middle Temple, 
barrister-at-law, to Mary Alice, daughter of John Henderson, 
Esq., Leazes House, Durbam. 

Wuicut—Lyon—Jan, 28, at St. George's, Hanover-square, 
John Robert Wright, Exq., of the Inner Temple, barrister- 
at-law, to Mary Anne Elizabeth, widow of James Tennent 
Lyon, Esq, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Faipay, Jan. 29, 1475. 
Lambert, Thomas Henry, and Arhur Sidocy Ramskill, Attorneys and 
Solicitors, Fenchurch st, Dee 31 
Tuvapay, Feb, 2, 1875. 
Cattere!!, George, and Jobn Brawn Oerton, Walsall, Attorneys and 
Solicitors, Jan 49 
Mille, Charies, and Kobert Mellor, Huddersfield, Attorneys and Solici- 
tors, Jana 
Keott, Williem James, and fydney Charles Scott, King st, Cheapside, 
Lonton, Solicitors, Jan 1 








| 


Whilton Friendly Society, Schoolroom, Whitton, Northanptoa. Juin 
21 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Jan. 29, 1875. 

Attwood, Benjamin, Cheshunt, Herts, Esq. Feb25. Attwood v Moore, 
V.C. Malins. Mathews, Qnecn st 

George, Eilen, Harrogate, York. Feb 24. Williams v Cockett, MR, 
Cook, jun, Bridgwater 

Jones, Charles, Eccleston st, Pimlico, Baker. March 1. Evansy 
Anwyl, V.C. Hall. Smith and Wall, New inn, Strand 

King, William, Great Cornard, Suffolk, Gent. Feb 26. Towne v King, 
M.R. Glynes, Mark lane 

Pearce, Esther, Bath, Somerset. Feb 23. Reynolds v Snelling, V.C, 
Bacon. Rice, Linooln’s inn fields 

Pearce, James, Bath, Somerset, Bachelor. Feb 23, Reynolds v Snell 
ing, V.C. Bacon. Rice, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Roberts, Priscilla, Glanydon, Anglesey. March 1, Richards v Jones, 

' V.C. Hall. Hughes, Bangor 

Tabor, William, Brentwood, Essex, Esq. March 1. Tabor v Hop- 
good, V.C. Malins. Hopzood, Whitehall place 

Viney, Francis, Fordingbridge, Hants, Farmer, March |. Viney ¥ 
Viney, V.C. Hall. Davy, Ringwood 

White, John, Mount Farm, Hante, Farmer, March 5. Gregory? 
White, V.C. Hall. Hill, Salisbury 

Tvrepay, Feb. 2, 1875. 

Black, Rev Archibald Pollok, Frederick’s place, Bow rd. Mareh$ 
Wallet v Moure, V.C. Malins. Vincent. Bndge row, Cannon st 

Eldred, George, Havant, Hants. March 8. Davey v Eidred, V0. 
Hall. Longeroft, Havant 

Fryer, Moulden, Basingstoke, Hants, Esq. March 10. Scott v King- 
don, V.C. Hall, Dorman, Essex st, Strand 

Holroyd, Georgs Frederic, bina rd, South Kensington, Esq. March ts 
Holroyd v Holroyd, M.R. Malieson, Austin friars 

Mott, Edwin Lever, Fareham, Hants, Licenasd Victualler, March 6, 
Coker v Mott, V.C. Hall. Donnithorpe, Fareham 

Olliver v Olliver, 


Olliver, James, Wincle, Cheshire, Farmer, Feb 23. 
MR. Parrott and Co, Macclesfield 

Pettit?, Elizabeth Travillian, Orchard hil', Greenwich, Feb 17, Holmdes 
v Raiman, V.C, Hall, Sandom end Kersey, Gracechurch st 

Thompson, Robert Bennett, Middleton rd, Hornsey. Fub 20, The 
Imperial Mercantile Credit Association Limited v Ramsdale, V.C 
Bacon, Engel, Great Marlborough st, Regent st 


Oreditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap, 35. 


Last Day of Claim, 
Turspay, Jan. 26, 1875, 
Rarnes, John, Charch, Lancashire, Gent. Fab 17, all, Accrington 
Baxter, William, Lidget green, York. March 4. Terry and Robins, 
Bradford 
Carden, George Frederick, Sussex gardens, Hyde park, Barrister-ale 
Jaw. March 6, Shum and Co, King’s rd, Bedtord row 
Craighead, Mary, Saint Paul's rd, Islington, March 1, Bird, Gaild- 
ford st, Rassell square 
Creighton, William, Morpeth, Northumberland, Apothecary. Moreh 1, 
Woodman, Morpeth 
Cross, William, "Haveston, Warwick, Butcher, Feb 26, Slingsby, 
Nuneaton 
Cudworth, Henry, Common Side, York, Veterinary Surgeon. Apedl 30, 
Robinson and Johnson, Huddersticla 
Davis, William, King #t, Hammersmith, Boot Maker. Feb 27. War 
son and Bons, Bridge rd, Hammerrmith 
Dibbin, Almira, Olifwn, Bristol, March 1, Wadham and Childs, 
Bristol 
Dixon, Caroline, Loamington Priors, Warwick. Maroh 20, Orerell, 
Leamington I’riors 


oc 
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fastwood, Jonas, Saddleworth, York, Dyer. March 6. Hanchett, 


am 
me Sackville Walter Lane, Pall Mall, Esq. March 22. Newstead 
sud Wilson, Leeds 
, Zedee Ann Rose, Finciley new rd. March 1. Guscotte and 
Uo, Essex st, Strand 
4, Joseph, Eldon park lodge, South Norwood, Esq. March 25, 
Gatchell and Chapple, Queen st, Cheapside 
Kidd, David, Fleet st, Wholesale Stationer. March !. Farrar and Far- 
rar, Wardrobe place, Doctors’ commons 
, Roger, Mynyddysllwyn, Monmouth, Colliery Proprieter. April 
$3. Pain and Sun, Newport 
Mander, James, Fairfield, near Liverpool, Gent. Jane 30, Winter- 
botham, Stroud i 
Oakes, Kev Hervey Aston Adamson, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk. 
April 6. Sparke and Son, Bury St Edmunds 
Pattison, Fisher Unwin, Great Coggeshall, Essex, Esq. March 25. 
Beaumont, Great Coggeshall 
Robinson, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Gent. March 15. Stewart, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Seale, George John, Southsea, Southampton, Surgeon. March 1. 
Hellard and Son, Portsmouth 
Skinner, Mary Ann, Canterbury. April 1. Tassell and Son, Faver- 


Stevenson, George, Dalehall, Stafford, Gent. March 22. Tomkinson, 


Burslem 

Thompson, William, Dissington Old Hall, Northumberland, Farmer. 
March 1, Woodman, Morpeth 

reffry, Joseph, Liverpool, Marine Insurance Broker. March 1}. 
Harvey and Alsop, Liverpool 

Wallington, Richard Archer, Old Charlton, Kent. March 1. Pickett 
and Mytton, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

Warren, George, Chapel st, Mayfair, Licensed Victualler. March 9. 
Hunters and Co, New square, Lincoln’s inn 

Wells, William, Brook green, Hammersmitn, Market Gardener. Feb 27. 
Watson and Sons, Bridge rd, Hammersmith 

Wyatt, Richard, Montserrat, Gloucester, Esq. June 30. Winter- 


botham, S:roud 
Fripay, Jan, 29, 1875. 

Bebbington, George, Manchester, Butcher. March 6, Brett, Manchester 

Bonnett, Charles Arthur, Surrey st, Strand, Civil Engineer. Feb 28, 
Adams and Moberly, Alresford 

Booth, George, Weyb: idge, Surrey, Gent. March 27. Gwillin, Chertsey 

a Ano, Manchester. March 13, Burton and Co, Not- 

tingham 

Bradle , Robert John, Stockwell park rd, Gent. March 10. Mercer 
and Mercer, Copthall court 

oe James, Hove, Sussex, Builder. March !. King and Son, 
Brighton 

—, oy Fenwick place, Stockwell. March 1. Apps, South-square, 

ay’s inn 

oo Margaret, Bleak Hill, Burslem, Stafford. April 28. 
jarslem 

Davies, Humphrey, Abercorris, Merioneth, Gent. Feb13. Jones and 
Davies, Do gelly : 

Dawes, Alfred, Wartling, Sussex, Plumber. March 31. Raper and 
Elman, Battle 

Dobby, Sarah, Black Notley, Essex. March 10. Veley and Cannington, 

tree 

obson, George Clarisse, Eardley crescent, West Brompton, Civil 
Engineer. March 1. Johnson, Linoelu’s inn fields 

Ellott, Samuel John, Southsea, Hants, Hair Dresser. March 1. Besant 
and Porter, Portsea 

Fagan, Rev George Hickson Urquhart, Rodney Stoke, Somerset. 
March 25. Bernard and Garrod, Wells 

Faris, William, General in H.M.’s Service. Feb 28. Kendall and 
Congreve, Union Bank chambers, Lincoln’s inn fields 

ms, John, Newport, Monmouth, Linen Draper. March 1, 

Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chamvers 

Foxhall, Catherine, York st, Portman square. March 27. Tuckerand 
Co, King st, Cheapside 

Goddard, Charles, Surbiton, Surrey, Decorator. March 1. Stopher, 
Coleman st 

Hall, ‘aa South Eston, York, Innkeeper. March 1. Crumbie, 


Mayer, 


or! 
= Mary Ann, New Wortley, near Leeds. April 27. Annesley, St 
0's 


Harrison, Christopher, sen, Newoastle-upon-Tyne, Gent. March 1. 
Elsdon, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

em, Mary, Newcastle-upon-Tyre. Mareh i, Elsdon, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Hesp, Thomas, Dover, Kent, Bout Maker. Feb 28. Fielding, Dover 

Heyworth, George, Embsay with Eustby, York, Farmer. Maroh 1, 
Brown, Skipton 

Ives, Join, jun, Shipley, York, Contractor, March 31, Atkinson 

Yerningham, Hon George sulyard Stafford, Albemarie st. March 31, 
Few and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 

Kidd, James, Lewes, Sussex, Merchant. April20. Davy, Ringwood 

Maltby, Kev Henry, Kidbrooke lodge, Blackheath. March 31, Burton 
and Co, Nottingham 

Martin, Charies, Great Winchester st, Esq. March 25, Satohell and 
Chapple, Queen st, Cheapside 

May, eorge, Nottingham, Gent, Mareh 1, Wellsand Hind, Notting- 

m 

Moore, John, Victoria rd, Windsor place, Hackney, Retired Publican, 
March 31, Tucker & Co, King st, Cheapside 

sy Caretne, King Henry 1d, Primrose hill, March 15, Wheatly, 

ew inn, Stran 
ape. William, East Burnham, Buckingbam, Esq, March 20. Lucas, 
ureh 8b 

Giborne, Charlette, Hastings, Sussox. Fob 29, Howard, Prior st, 

Greenwich 


*, Surah, Foulis terrace, Onslow square, Feb 25, Mason, 


Maddox st, Regent at 
Philitpps, Richard, Gloucester, Esq. Marol 1, Wiltons and Riddiford, 
Gloucester 


Phillips, Thomas, Volinaro, Trelech-ar-Bettws, Carmarthen, Farmer, 


Pilkington, John, Marylebone rd, Gent. March 10. Western and 
Sons, Essex st, Strand 

Piatt, John, Victoria Docks, Plaistow, Licensed Victualler. March 15, 
Hillearys, Fenchurch bnildings 

Pyeroft, Edmnnd, Reading, Berks, Esq. 
jeanv’s inn, CRsucery lane 

Kichardson. Anne, Westvourne park villas. 
James st, Bedford row 

Rougemont, John Francis, Albany st, Regent’s parx, Esq. April 10. 
Crosley and Barn, Moorgate st 

Smith, Jane, Liverpool. March {. 

Smith, William. Bridge rd, Hammersmith, Gent. 
and Sons, Bridge ri, Hammersmith 

— William, Bromley, Kent, Gent. March 1. 


March 1. Fortune, Ser. 


March 9. ~ Hoare, Great 


Cropper, Liverpool 
Feb 27. 


Heath, Basinghal! 


Watson 


8 

Wailis, James, Nottiogham park, Nottingham, Gent. March 1. 
Wells and Hind, Nottingham 

Warberton, Mary Swift, Priory rd, Kilburn. Feb 29. Roy and Cart- 
wright, Lothbury 

Weld, Right Hon John George, Lord Forester, Willey park, Sa'op,. May 
}, Potts, Brosseley 

Wrigkt, Caleb, Strand, Gent. March 15. Withall and Compton. 
George st, Westminster 

Wright, John Clark Edward, Braintree, Essex, Saddler. March 10. 
Veley and Cunnington, Braintree 


ToxrsDay, Feb. 2, 1875. 
i. = Norwich, Lodging House Keeper. April 2. Daveney, 
‘orwic 
Austin, Ellen, Wigan, Lancashire. March 6. Stuart, Wigan 
Baker, Joanna, Chudlsigh, Dovon. Aprill. Langley, Cuudleigh 


Baker, John, Salford, Lancashire, Beer Retailer. Feb27. Cobbett and 
Co, Manchester 
Billingham, Henry, Birmingham, Grocer. March 1. Foster, Bir- 


mingham 

Butler, James, Latymer villas, Hammersnith, Gent. March 25. Satchell 
and Chapple, Queen st, Cheapside 

Caton, Harriet, Shelton, Stafford. Feb 8. 

Cohen, Lewis Coleman, Birmingham, Merchant. 
Manchester 


Hollinshaad, Tunstall 


Griffia, 
Coppinger, Edward, New Cross, Licensed Victualler. Scard 
aad Son, Gracechurch st : 
Cross, John, Theddiethorpe All Saints, Lincoln, Farmer. April 6 
Louth 


Mareh 1. 
Feb 26. 


Curtis, George, Longburton, Dorset. March 2}. Melmoth and Bartlett, 
Sherborne 

Eaves, William, Ponlton-le-Fylde, Lancaster, Blacksmith. March 31. 
Seed, Poulton-le-Fylde : 

Ede, George, Worthing, Sussex, Cabinet Maker, March 12. Green, 
Worthing 

Elliott, Mary Ann, Church place, Clapham common. March 1. Webber, 
Oid Town, Clapham 

—— Joseph, Dymock, Gloucester, Farmer. March 18, Coltias, 

oss 


Fenn, Joseph, Lee, Kent, Esq. March 31. Wilde and Co, College hil 
Gilbaok, Maria, Westbourne park villas, Bayswater. March 27, Beal 
nett & Co, New square, Lincoin’s inn 


Gregory, George, Hackney road, Beer Retailer. March 8. Pownall 
and Co, Staple inn 
Hands, Joseph, Handsworth, Stafford, Gent. March 1. James and 


Oerton, Birmingham 

Holmes, Catherine, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Gent. March 6. 
Abbott, Leamington 

Holmes, Thomas, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Gent. March 6. Abbott, 
Leamington 

Hobbs, James Robert, Bovingdon Cross, Hertford, Farmer. March 25. 
Dale, Furnival’s inn, Holbora 

Howard, Peter, Liverpool, Coal Agent. March 29. Hore and Monk- 
house, Liverpool 

Jump, Thomas, Liverpool, Gent, March Sl. Ellacot, Harriagton st 
Liverpool 

Lapworth, James Edward, Doctor Johnson’s buildings, Middle Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law. March 10. McWillin, Bioomsbury square 

Lark, Mary, Bath, Somerset. March 13. Cutier and Co, King st, St 
James’s 

Liddle, George Stephen, Woolston, Hants. Feb 23. Ortley, Alfred place, 
Bedford square 

Lorsont, John Baptiste Athanase, Flanders House, Finchley rd. March 
25. Murray, Whitehall place 

Low, Robert, Campden hill gardens, Kensington, Perfumer. March 8. 
Lucas and Sons, Trinity place. Charing cross 

Macneil, Eliza, Eaton square. March $i, Shawand Fraser, Furnival’s 


inn 
Maddison, Joha, Huntingdon, Gent. March 1, Wallingford and Day, 


St Ives 
Mander, Matthew Henry, Aston-jaxta-Birmingham, Ivory Turner, 


March |. Griffin, Birmingham 

Mears, George, Landport, Hants, Gent. Feb 28, Lakes & Co, 
Lincotn’s inn 

Newman, John, Gravesend, Kent, Gent. March 25, Redpath aad 
Moldsworth, Bush lane 

O'Flaherty, John, Liverpool, Sack Doaler. Maren 29, Hore aad 
Monkhouse, Liverpool 

sh March 15, Clavon 


Teackle, Elisha Wisliams, Cleveland square, Esq. 
and Fearon, Great George st, Westminster 
Walker, Georgo, Skirlaugh, Holderaess, York, Wheelwrighs. 
1, Watson and Son, Hull 
é Baakrupts. 
Farpar, Jan, %9, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of dedts to Una Rogistrac, 
To Sarrender in Loadon, 
Brice, Thomas William, and Bdwia William Collier, Lore lane, Eat 
cheap, Fish Salosmen. Pet Jan v5. Brougham, Peo atu 3 
Eldridge, Charles, Grove terrace, South Hacauey, Tater, Pei Jaa 27, 
Spring-Rice, Fed ts at il 
Fordham, Henry Abraham, S»aftadury st, Hoxton, Paper Box Maa 


Mare b 





6, Evans,;Carmarthen 4 


facturer, Pet Jan 26, HMaalitt, Pod l0ag il 
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Lovett, William, Eccleston square. Pet Jan 26, Murray. Feb 9at 11 

Macgregor. James Stuart, York st, Covent garden, Retired Captain 
R.N. Pet Jan 26. Haziitt. Feb 10 at 12 

Orrom, Georze Fdward, and Jabez Bunting Quilter, Brixton rd, Boot 
Dealers. Pet Jan 2!. Pepyr. Feb llattil 

Pickering, John, Little Moorfields, Painter. PetJan q¥ Spring -Rice. 


Feb 18 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Blackburn, William Joszph. and Henry Rothwell, Liverpool, Ironfounider 
Pet Jax 25. Watsom. Liverpool, Feb10 at 2 
Carter, Thomas, and William Henry Lackabane, Preston, Lancashire, 
Pawnbiokers. Pet Jan26. Hulton. Preston, Feb 12 at 11 
Harris, H Waiprie V , Liandevalley, Brecon, Clerk in Holy 
Orders, Pet Janz7. Russell. Merthyr Tydfil, Feb 1) at tl 
Sohnson, William Wilson, Sunderiand, Shipbroker. Pet Jan 26. Ellis. 
Sunderland, fb 11 at 12 
Roe, Arthur, Bristol, Stockbroker, Pet Jan 25. Harley. Bristol, 
Feb 16 at 2 
Tuespay, Feb. 2, i875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors muse forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surender in London. 
Richardson, William, Fuiham rd, Cheesemoager. Pet Jan 28. 
Fed 16 at il 
Sanll, Sarah, Alderszate st, PetJan 28. Pepys. Feb 16 at 11.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bloomer, Benjamin Giles, Pelsall, Stafford, Consulting Engineer. Pet 
Jan27. Cir i. all, Fed17 atl? 
ornelius, Readiag, Berks, Grocer. Pet Jan 30, Col- 
Reading, Feb 20 at 11 
Cooper, Archambo, Ynarles Ion {Cooper, Eastbourne, Sussex, 
Brewers. Pet Jan 29. ker. Lewes, Feb 19 at 12 
Carlett, Catherine, Manchester, Draper. Pet Jan 28. Kay. Man- 
Pet Jan 29. 


Pepys. 


chester, Feb 18 at 9. 
Hail, John, Kidderminster, Worcester, Leather Seller. 
Talbot. Kidderminster, Feb 18 at 12 
Hamilton, Allan, Neath, Glamorgan. 
Feb 12 at 12 


Pet Jan 27, Morgan. Neath, 


Fripay, Jan. 29, 1875 
Leschkan, W , Aldgate Highst, Commission Agent. 
Davies, David, Carmartaen, Iroumonger. Jan 23 
Tuespay, Feb. 2, 1875. 
Read, Jane, Southam, G! , Manure Manufacturer. Jan 29 
Thompson, Joseph, St Gev loucester, Builder. Jan 30 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
i Jan 27 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, Jan. 29, 1875. 
ham, Joiner. Feb 12 at 12 ot offices of Belk, 
nam 


Andrew, Henry, Not 
Middle pive:nen 
Bacon, John, Rot King’s rd, Chelsea, Guasfitter. 
offices of Banks, Coleman st. Stooher, Coleman st 
Bamberger, Ja Jaiton, Graat Ayton, York, Brandy Merchant, Feb 

10 at 11 at Parker’s Teroperance H»tel, Bridge e: west, Middles- 
borough. Lainhricge, Middlesborongh F 
Barker, Williara Heory, jan, Kotherham, York, Boot Makef, 


Feb 9at 3 at 


Feb 16 


at | at offices of H , Westgate, Rotherham 

Boden, Dinie!, Mad , Salop, Hosier. Feb 12 at 11 at offices of 

Osborne, New st. Sh 1 

Bower, Matthew, jin. Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Feb 10 at 4 
at offices of Parrs, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Bridgeman, Alfred, Painswick, Gloncester, Builder. Feb 12 at 12 at the 
Kell Hotel, Gloucester. Cooke, Gloucester 

Born, John, Bradford, York, Stoff Merchant. Feb 10 at 11 at Offices of 
Taylor and Co, Ficcadilly. Bradford 

Capes, Thomas, and Henry Hand, Derby, Bakers. Feb 16 at 3 af offices 
of Leech, St James st, Derby 

Carlile, Wilson, Southwark sr, Cloth Merchant. Feb 10 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Ashurstand Co 

Carmichsel, Juin lyunean, Cleveland row, St James’, Gent, Peb 11 at 
3 at offices of Grout. 8 ik lane, Cannon st 

Carnac, Sir John kivett, Lywingion, Hants, Baronet. Feb @ at 11 at 
Offices of Tweedie, Linceln’s inn fields 

Choat, John Patching, Brighton, Surveyor. Feb8 at 3 at Offices of 
Holthao. Ship st, brighton 

Clement, Danie!, Svvansea, Glamorgan, Builder. Feb 16 at 0 @t offices 
Barnard and Co, Uristol. Fas-eli and Co, Bristol 

Cope, Adam. Leck, Stafford, Innkeeper. Feb 11 at 2 at the Park 
Tavern, Park lave field. Redfern, Leek “‘ 

Corner, Thomas, Mid diesborough. York, out of business. Feb 8 at 11 
st offices of Rernivon and Co, Zetland rd, Middiesborough. Dobson, 
Middlesborough ) 

Peb 15 at | 


Crook, Ciara Jane, and David Somers, Liverpool, Tailors. 
at (ffices of Gibson and Bolland, South Joho st, Liverpool. Brabner, 


Liverpool 

Davey, Alfred, Pentonvi'le rd, Carpenter. Feb 8 at 12 at offices of 
Wooler, King’s rd, Gray'a inn 

Dawson, Georue, Nott ogham, Licensed Victualler. Feb 15 at 12 atthe 
Awembly Kooms, Low Vavement, Nottingham, Everall and Tarner, 
Nottingham 

Dew, James Alfred, Coenarn, Hampshire, House Decorator. Feb 15 at 
2 at offices of Han'cr, London wall. Falcher, London wall 

Dizon, Bernard, Chesterfield, Derby, Provision Dealer. Feb 11 at 3 at 
otces of Gee, Wigh at, Chesterfield. Swaffield, Chesterfield 

Eastwood, William, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. Feb 16 at 2 at 
feces of Belitingzer, North John et, Liverpool 

EAmond, feawsrd Ki card, and Thomas Rees, Haverfordwest, Malteters, 
Feb % at 1,20 at the Maricers’ Hotel, Haverfordwest. Price, Haver- 
sorewest 

Parrar, William, Biretal, York, Store Merchant. Feb 19 at 330 at 
Ohees of Behwicliell and Taylor, brunswick ot, Batley 

Pineh, John Danmar, ¥iymou hi, Devon, boot Maker. Feb 11 ab 12 at 
he sot Squere, George +t, Piywouth 

Porter, John, Doncaster, York, Cabinet Maker, Feb 16 at 12 at offices 
of Peagam, Kaxter gate, Doncaster 





ee 
————=—= 
Foulkes, John, Wellington, Silop, Licensed Victualler. Feb IL at 1 
* at o'fices of Taylor, King st, Wellington 1 
Gall, John, Alawick, Northumberland, Carter. Feb 11 at 2 at Offices 
Middlemas, Bondgate, A'nwick of 
Giles, Thomas Valentine, Sandwich, Kent, Anctioneer. 
the Bell Hotel, Sandwich.. Emmerson, Sandwich 
Goodacre, George, Hounslow, Grocer. Feb 15 at 11 at offices Of May ang 
Co, Adelaide place, London bridge 
Green, ‘'homas, Wa'lsend, Northumberland, Jciner. 
offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Hart, Elizi Jane, Birmingham, Hosier. Feb 10 at 12 at offices of 
Griffin, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
Hodgkinson, Robert, Nottingham, Elastiz Web Manufacturer. Feb 15 
Feb 19 at 2 at offices of Hull, Cook 


Feb 11 at 1 at 


Feb 9 at 2a 


at 10 at offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottinghan 

Hollis, Thomas, Liverpool, Gent. 
st, Liverpool 

Horlick, James, Bristol, Baker. Feb 5 at 11 at offices of Clifton, Gorn 
st, Bristol 

Howard, Walter, Ingham, Suff.lJk, Wheelwright. Feb 16 at 11 at the 
Guildha!l, Bary St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, Bury St Edmands 

Ingham, James, Mirfield, York, Tailor. Feb 12 at 3 at offices of Ibber. 
son, Dewsbury 

Jackson, Josiah, Tranmere, Farmer. 
Pilgrim st, Birkenhead 

Jefferies, Joseph, Birmingham, Greengrocer. Feb 10 at 3 at offices of 
Brown, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Jones, Thomas, Carmarthen, Innkeep2r. Feb 15 at 12 at offices of 
Thomas and Browne, Lower Marxet st, Carmarthen 

Kershaw, James, Shipley, York, S'ater. Feb 10 at 11 at offices of 
Watson and Dickons, Market st, Bradford 

Lomax, James, Bary, Lancashire, Grocer. Feb 11 at 3 at offizes of 
Grundy and Co, Union st, Bury 

Lord, Elizabeth, Bury, Lancashire, Dressmaker. Feb 11 at 3.at offices 


Feb 19 at 3 at offices of Green, 





of Anderton, Garden st, Bury 

Lyons, Charles, Knowle, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Feb 8 at iL 
at offices of Burman, Cannon st, Birmingham 

Feb ll at 11 at offices of 


Maskell, Mark, Stoke Poges, Rucks, Baker, 
Barrett and Dean, High st, Slough 

Moore, Henry, Dursley, Gloucester. Grocer. Feb 17 at 2 at offices of 
Hancock and Co, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristoi. Richardson and 
Davies, Bristol 

Morgan, Samuel, Forden, Montgomery, Bootmaker, Feb 12 at 12 at 
offices of Harrison, Berriew st, Welshpool 

Muir, Francis, Brighton, Sussex, Scholastic Agent. Feb 15 at3 at offices 
of Black and Co, Ship st, Brigiton 

Oldham, John, Manchester, Engineer. Feb 10 at 3 at officas of Garth- 
waite, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Pannell, Frances, and Emily Butcher, Tae Brook,nr Liverpool, Poultry 
Dealers, Feb 20 at 2 at offices of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 

Pasfield, William, Princes terrace, Regent's park, Fancy Repository 
Keeper. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of Hugdel], Gresham at. Gray, Gres 
ham st 

Pavne, Henry, Sevenoaks, Kent, Bootmaker. Feb 5 at 3 at offices of 
Banks, Coleman st. Stopher, Coleman st 

Perry, Richard, Eleanor rd, Richmond rd, Hackney, Carpenter. Fed 
11 at 4 at offices of Knight, Queen st, Cheapside 


Potter, Thomas, Old Basford, Nottingham, Grocer. Feb 11 at 11 at offices 
of Biack, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Powell, Abraham, Wood st, Warehouseman. Feb {1 at 3 at 145, Cheap- 
side. Sv'e and Co, Aldermanbury 

Prestoe, William, Basingstoke, Southampton, Market Gardener. Feb 
12 at 12 at offices of Chandler, Church st, Basingstoke 

Price, Alfre] Haz'ewood, Birmingham, Commission Agent. Feb 9 at 
11 at offices of Boraston, Ann at, Birmingham 

Price, John, Liverpool, Piamber. Feb12:ut 2 at offices of Etty, Lord 
st, Liverpool 

Roberts, Avraham, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Feb 10 at 11 at offices 
of Assinder, Union st, Birmingham 

Robiason, Joun, Edgworth, nr Bolton, Lancashire, Joiner. Feb 11 at3 
at offices of Ryley, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Rogers, Henry, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Boot Dealer. Feb J1 at 3at 
offices of Watson, Guiidhall yard 

Routhwaite, John, West Hartlenool, Durham, Grocer, Feb 10 at 3 at 
offices of Young, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Russell, John, Liverpool, Draper. Feo 17 at 2 at offices of Bellringer, 
North John st, Liverpool 

Sabbarton, Thomas, Hyde rd, Hoxton, Antique Cabinet Maker. Feb® 
at 2 at offices of Waller, Marylebone rd 

Shorthose, William, Dewsbury, York, Draper. Feb 12 at 2 at offices of 
Fryer, Church st, Dewsbury 

Simpson, Mary Jane Burgess, Taunton, Somerset, Draper, Feb13 at2 
at offices of Reel and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

Siip, Edward, Bath, Painter. Feb 17 at 11 at offices of Collins, Abbey 
churehyard, Bath 

Smalley, Charles, Winshill, Derby, Farm Bailiff. Feb 13at2 at offices 
of Wilson, Guild st, Burton-on-I'rent 

Smith, John, Ramsgate, Kent, Photographer. Feb 15 at 3 at 1, York 
st, Ramsgate. Edwards, Ramegate 

Snowbdal!, William, Leeds, Tullor, Feb 9 at 2 ut ofices of Pu'lan, Bank 
chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Btebbing, George Hutley, Easthorpe, Essex, Farmer, Feb 13 at the 
Lion Hotel, Colchester, in lieu of the piace originally named 

Stupple, Isaac, Whitstable, Kent, Licensed Victualler, Keo 15 at 2 at 
the Ship Inn, Whitstable. Perry, Borough: High st, Loadon bridge 

Swinford, Frederick, The Terrace, Turnham green, Bailder. Feb 15 at3 
- o~- of Mesnard, Old Jewry chambers. Sheppard, Lincoln’s ina 

o! 

Taylor, John Charles, Bristo', Paper ILanging Manufacterer, Feb 8 at 
2 at the Athenwum, Cornet, Bristol. Fussell and Co, Bristol 

Taylor, William, Beegh st, Barbican, Haberdasher, Feb 12 at 2 at offices 
& eens and Co, Cheapside, ‘Tippetts and Co, Great St Thomas 

postle 

Terrett, George, and Henry Salter, Sherwood st, Golden square, Cora 
Factors, Fob 16 at 12 at offices of Child, 8)uth square, Gray's inn 

Thompson, John, Birmingham, Clerk, Fev Oat 10,15 at offices of East, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

Townend, Ben, Bolton, Bradford, York, Painter, Fob 9 at 3 at offices 

of Mossman and Haley, Horton rd, Bradford 
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posch, Levi, and Car! Lobeck, Falmouth, Cornwall, Ship Chandlers. 
bs 18 at 12 at ottices of Jenkins, Post Orfice buildings, Falmouth 
George, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 15 

































Math a 7, at ottices of Harrison, Hocninglow st, Burton-on-Trent. Hertall, 
of May ang oe smn, Manchester,Grocer. Feb 12 at 3 at the Clarence Hotel, 
9 at Spring gardens, Manchester. Jones, Manchester 
2a Will'am Thomas, Morpeth, Northamberiand, Grocer. Feb 10 
Offices staat offices cf Wallace, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
« oo, Charles, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Tailor. Feb 16 at 11 at the 
Feb Law Instirution, Chancery lane. Sherrard 
5 Wilkinson, John, Great Driffield, York, Watehmaker, Feb 13 at 11 at 
‘all offices of White. Exchange st, Great Driffield 
> Cook Willams, John, Westhury-on-Severn, Gloucester, Cattle Dealer, Feb 
on, Corn 10 at2 atthe Beli Hotel, Gloucester. Taynton and Son 
: on, John James, Great College st, Camden town, Wheelwright. 
'L at Feb 23 at 1 at offices of Johnson, High st, Marylebone q 
nena yare, Fairer, Liverpool, Cowkeeper. Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Gidson and 
of Ibber. Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Harper, Liverpool 
f Green, Tuespay, Feb. 2, 1875, 
Atberfon, Robert William, Bali’s pond rd, Wine Dealer. Feb 15 at 
ffices of gatottices of Howse, Staple inn, Holborn. Morris, Staple inn, Hol- 
ffices of puioghem, John Samuel, Brighton, Sussex, Tailor’s Assistant. Feb 
15.at 3 at offices of Goodman, Prince Albert st, Brighton 

ices of plker, John George, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer, Feb 17 at ll at offices 
of Goodman, Prince Albert st, Brighton y 

Hi:es of Bourne, Henry, Droitwich, Worcester, Fishmonger. Feb 10 at 4 at 
the Bell Hotel, Broad st, Worcester. Simmons, Redditch 

Offices Brearley, Robert, Hay, Brecon, Draper. Feb 12 at 2 at offices of James 

f and Bode: ham, St Peter st, Hereford 

bat i Brown, Joseph Culverwell, Bedford. Feb 19 at 12 at offices of Mitchell, 
§¢ John’s st, Bedford x 

ices of , Wiliam Young, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Accountant, Feb 15 

4 at$.at 8c Joun’s House, Ventnor 
lees of ock, John, Idle, Calverley, York, Innkeeper. Feb 15 at 11 at offices 
Oo and ofTerry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Carles, George Wilbam, Basingstoke, Southampton, Fishmonger. 
12 at Feb 15 at 12 at the York Hotel, Waterloo rd, Lambeta, Cuandier, 

Basingstoke ; 

officeg Carke, Henry, Bath, Grocer. Feb 17 at 1l at 14, Bladud buildings, 
Bath. Ricketts, Bath 

tarth- Cooper, George, Neleon st, Deptford, Wheelwright. Feb 6 ac 12 at 25, 
Hop and Malt Exchange. Arnold, The Exchange, Southwark st 

oultry Crothall, William, Raumegate, Kent, Commission Agent. Feb 15 at 4.30 
at 1, Y:rk st, Ramsgate. Edwards, Ramsgate 

sitory Davies, Ber jamin, Cetenresgerfach, Cardigan, Farmer, FebiSat ll a 

Gres offices of Lioyd, High st, Lampeter t 

Eaton, William, Bolton mews, Portobello rd, North Kensington, Furrier. 
es of Feb 18 at 3 atthe Albert Hotel, Cornwall 1d, Notting hill 

Edwards, John, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Draper. Feb 12 at 11 atoTices 

Feb of Hughes and Son, North Parade, Aberystwith 

Exley, William, Great -Harwood, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer, 

ffices Feb 17 at 3 at the Clarence Motel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Leign, 





Manchester 
» Flemming, William Campbell, and Edward Eden Flemming, Barbican, 
Grocers. Feb 17at 2 at offices of Carter and Bell, Leadenhall st 
Florandine, William, West Bromwich, Stafford, Stocktuker, Feb i5 at 
Il at offices of Topham, High st, West Bromwich 
Greatrix, Joseph, Birmingham, Hair Dress:r. Febd17 at 12 at offices of 
Jelf, Newhall st, Birminghain 
Greentield, Edward Jabez, southwater, Sussex, out of business, Feh 17 
at 12 at offices of Smith and Co, Bread st, Cheapside. Lamb, 
Brighvon 
Hackett, Henry, St John st, Clerkenwell, Stationer, Feb 17 at 3 at offices 
of Knox and Mould, Newgate st 
Heil, Jacob, Endon, Stafford, Cattle Dealer, Feb 16 at 11 at offices of 
Bagrhawe and Son, High at, Uttoxeter 
Hart, Joseph Dixon, Morley, nr Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Feb 16 at 
Sat the Royal Hotel, Dewsbury, Burton and Moulding, Wakefield 
Hartley, John, Altham, Lancashire, Farmer. feb 16 at 3 at starkie’s 
Arms, Church st, Padibam. Hall, Accrington 
Hartley, Michael, Romiley, Cheshire, Grocer. Feb 13 at 11 at the Warren 
Bulkeley Arms Inn, Warren st, Stockport, Drinkwater, Hyde 
Nawkes, Thomas Arthur, Birmingham, Window Blind Manuacturer, 
Feb 12 at 1) at offices of Cottrell, Newha!l st, Birmingham 
— Mary, Lincoln, Baker, Feb 13 av li at otices of Page, jun, 
ncoln 
Hewson, George Henry, John William Hewson, and Alfred Hew-on, 
Great DiiNeld, York, Brewers. Feb 15 at 2 at offices of Jennings, 
Great Drittiela 
Hind, John, Hartlepool, Durham, Innkeeper. 
Trotter, High st, Stockton-on-1 ces 
Huom, Joseph (and net Humin, ay erroneously printed in Gazotte of 
26th uliimo), Cambridge, Underporter of Christ’s Goll, Feb lt at 12 
AY, Post Ottice terrace, Cambridge 
rson, Joseph, Halitax, Yerk, Innkeeper, Feb 12 at 11 at offices of 
Holrvyde and Smith, Cheapside, Halifax 
Tagham, Charles Henry, Manchester, Commission Merchant. Feb 18 at 
3 at cftices of Kearsley, Brazenuese st, Manchester 7 
Ingram, Thomas, Alcesicr, Warwick, Farmer, Fcb 13 at 11 at offices of 
dones, Alcester 
man, David, Morecambe, Lancash're, Schoolmaster, Feb 13 at 10 at 
Feb 16 at 4 at oMces of 




















Feb 10 at 3 at offices of 











(fives of Berry and Robinson, Chacles st, Bradtord 
bert, George, jun, Hunslet, Losdes, Builder, 
Turner, East Parade, Leeda 
Lean, Rovert, Bodmin, Cornwall, Outfitter, Feb 15 at 12 at offices of 
Square, George st, Plymouth ’ 
Loyd, Thomas, Mold, Flint, Grocer, Feb 13 at 12 at offices of Bollringer 
North John st, Liverpool 
bottom, James, Bradford, York, Billiard Room Proprietor, Feb 15 
at 3 at offices of Atkinson, Tyrrel at, Bradford 
» William Henry, Bishopaton, Gloucester, Plumber, Fob @2 at 2 
& offices of Haro, Exchange buildings East, Corn at, Bristol, Barn- 
and, bristol 












| Withey, Joseph, Ledbury rd, Bayswater, Carpenter. 


= 
Edwin, Stockport, Baker. Feb at 3 at offices of Johnson, | Lumsden, Henry, Manchester, Paper Dealer, Feb 15 at 3 at offices o 
ss st, Stockport Hardiags and Co, Princess st, Manchester 
Maeers, William Henry, Raymouth rd, Rotherhithe, Grocer. Feb 15 


at 2 at 145, Cheapside. Robinson, Lawrence lane, Cheapside 

Martin, Williem, and Edmund Latimer, Cannon st, Mantle Manufac- 
turers. Feb 15 at 11 at offices of Philpott, Guildhall chambers, 
Basinghall st 

Milner, Robert, Leeds, Watchmaker. Feb 15 at 1 at offices of Rooke 
and Midgeley, Bvar lane, Leeds 

Mos, Jabez, Carleton Rode, Norfolk, Wheelwright. Feb 16 at 12 at 
offices of Brooke, Attleborough 

Murphy, Francis, Liverpool, Picture Dealer. Feb 15 at 3 at offices of 
Carruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool 

Nightingale, Henry, Nottingham, Manufacturer. Feb 22 at 12 at the 
As-embly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Fraser, Nottingham 

North, James Henry, Huddersfield, York, ish Dealer. Feb ll at 10.30 
at offices of Barker and Sons, Es:ate baildings, Huddersfield 

Palmer, William Edwards, Worcester, Boos Factor. Feb 11 at 11 at 
offices of Tree, Sansome st, Worcester 

Parrott, William Thomas, Kingston-upon-Hall, Ship Chandler. Feb 10 
at Ll at the George Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hull. King 

Perring, Richard, Torquay, Devon, Innaeeper. Feb 13 at 11 at offices 
of Hooper and Wootlen, Carlton House, Torquay 

Phillips, Thomas, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Grocer. 
King’s Head Hotel, Newport. Harris. Tredegar 

Read, George, Ciaremce st, Greenwich, Farmer. Feb 15 at 3 at offices 
of Bristow, London st, Greenwich 

Reeve, Harry, Hadleigh, Suffulk, Upholsterer. Feb 24 at 12 at offices 
of Pollard, St Laurence st, Ioswich 

Richter, Charles, Hunter st, Brunswick square, Tailor. Feb 11 at 4 at 
offices of Stubbs, Great James st, Bedford row. Bertie, Great James 
st, Bedtord row 

Sage. John, Crawford st, Marylebone, Hosier. Feb 18 at 12 at 15, Bed- 
ford row, Ho!born. M’Clelian 

Scott, John, and Thomas Douglas, Morpeth, Northumberland, Grocers. 
Feb 15 at 3 at offices of Winter, Westgate rd, Newcastle-ugon-Tyne. 
Middlemas, Alawick 

Shearing, Henry, Sheffisld, Jeweller. 
shall, Meetinghouse lane, Suetfeld 

Sheldrick, Elliott Thomas, Eastbourne, Sussex, Brewer. 
at the Crown Hotel, Lewes 

Smith, Jabez, Stose-upon-Trent, Innkeeper. Feb 12 at 11 at the 
pecs a Court Offices, Giebe st, Stoke-upon-Treat. Litchfield, New- 
castle 

Smith, James, Northampton, Coal Dealer. Feb 10 at 11 at offices of 
Jeffery, Market square, Northampton 

Snelling, John, Sittingbourne, Kent, Baker. 
Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 

Stone, Henry, Walsall, Staff rd, Siddler. Feb 16 at ll ‘at ofices of Bill, 
Bridge st, Walsall 

Thompson, John, Worcester, Fishmonger. 
Sansome st, Worcester 

Townsend, Jackson, Liverpool, Attorney-at-Law. 
of Bellringer, North Jonn st, Liverpool 

Treadgold, John George, Dorrington st, Clerkenwell, Tea Urn Manu- 
facturer. Feb 11 at 11 at offices of Hodgson, Salisbury st, Strand 

Walder, Walter, Horsham, Sussex, Publican. Feb 15 at 3 at offices of 
Medwin and Co, Horsham 

Walters, William Miles, Liverpoo!, Carver. 
Carruthers, Clayton square, Liver 

Walton, William Henry, Manchester, Statioter. Feb 17. at 3 at the 
Falstaff Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Law, Manchester 

Watson, Samuel, Kettering, Nerthampton, Currier. Feb 16 at ll at 
oftices of Preedy, Gas st, Kettering 

Whitaker, Josiah, Batley, York, Tailor. Feb 15 at 10 at offices of 
Wooler, Exchange buildings, Commercial st, Batley 

Feb 15 at 3 at 


Feb L5at 11 at the 


Feb 16 at 12 at offices of Tatter- 
Feb 16 at 16 


Feb 17 at ll at o%ices of 


Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Tree, 


Feb 16 at 2 at offices 


Fed 15 at 12 at offices of 


offices of Lewis, Hatton garden, Holoorn 








FeN ERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 

of the Undertaker’s bill have Jong opsrated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With «a view of applying a remedy 
t this serious evil the LONDUN NECROPOLIS CUMPANY, whea 
wpening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose aceordiag 
$o their means and the requirements of the case. fhe Company also 
nadertakes the ecnduct of Funerals to other camateries, and te ail parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphiet containing fall particulars may 
va Obtained, or will be torwarded, upon applicaciou to the Caiet Odisa, 2 
Lancaster-placs, Strand, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE Set MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, &e. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


RARRISTERS' AND QUREEN’S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, BC, 
ESTABLISHED 1639, 
04, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 


pata LIGHTNING INK DESTROYER, is 
manufactured for the use of Merchants, Lawyers, and Book- 

keepers, to be used instead of a knife, in order to reotity a mistake or 

clean out a blots, without any injury to the printec’s ink, saving time, 

and leaving the paper or parchment as good te write upon as 

the mistake was made.—rrice Is, per bette, Seld By stationers.— 

















Penar & Co, 37, Red Lion square, and 3, Cheapside, 





R268 


THE SOLICITORS’ 


Feb. 6, 1875, 











PARTRIDGE AND COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d., and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Brier Parer, 15s. Gd., 17s. 6d., and 23s, 6d. per ream. 

Footscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

Cream Lato Nore, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream. 

Gare@e Cream-Latp Nore, 4s. 6d., 63. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Laxece Buve Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

Envetores, Cream or Buve, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 

THe “ TempLe’”’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 

Footscap OrrictaL ENveE ores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Parteipce & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Crivs-Hovse Nore, 9s. 6d. per 
ream. This incomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac simile water-mark, *“‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

Inpen7vre Sxrxs, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 3d. each, 26s. 
doz., 125s, per roll. 

— oR FoLtowers, Ruied, ls. 11d. each, 22s, perdcozen, 105s, per 
roil. 

Recogps of Memosia.s, 7d. each, 6s. 6d. per dozen. 

LepeGexs, Day Booxs, Cash Books, Letrer of MinoTge Booxs. 
An immense stock in various bindings. 
Intustratep Price List of Inkstands, Postage Scales, Copying 

Presses, Writing Cases, Despatch Boxes, Oak and Walnut Statiorery 

Cabinet:,and other useful articles adapted for Library or O'Bce use 


post free 
ITERARY or 


Journalist of considerable experience, who has been employed 
on the staff of a Morning Journal, is open to an engagement in the 
Editorial Department of a Daily or Weekly Newspaper. Coald also 
revise proofs or MSS. for publication, or undertake the preparation of 
Statistical and Biographical Works. Is the compiler of ** Who’s Who ?’’ 
and of “* Whitaker’s Almanack,’’—Address D, H. W., 35, St. Thomas’ s- 
road, Finsbury-park, N. 





NGINEERING PARTNERSHIP.—The adver- 

‘4 tiser wishes to join an established firm of Engineers, or to obtain 

a Partner with Capital tc extend his own business. Has well-built prem- 

ises and works a few miles out of London on Canal Bank.—Address 

Eneinevr, Theobald, Brothers, & Miall, Public Accountants, 30, Mark- 
lane, E.C. 


O SOLICITORS.—Mr. MORRICE LEVY, jun., 


begs to notify that he continues as Officer to the Sheriff of Mid- 
dlesex to carry on the Business of his late father at No. 62, Chancery- 
ane. 











YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC. 


SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
DON 


22, 
LONDON. 


Every description of Printing. 
Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 
Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 
Books Newspapers 
Pamphlets Circulars 
Reports Posters 
Rules Handbills, &c., &c. 


AR 2.’ 8, 2 6 5, STRAND.— 
Dinners (from the joiat) vegetables, &c., 1s, 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 26. and 2s.6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable sicompvaiment of light wins, both cheap and 
good, I know only of cae acuse, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottie for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 
440 page. 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms in 
London. Dinnersifram the joint), vegetabies, &c., la. 6d. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 
BAKER-STREET.— Now added, portrait Models of the 
Duchess of EDINBURGH, THE CZAR OF RUSSIA, Sir GARNEL 
WOLSELEY, the three Judges im the Tichborne Trial—Cockburn, 
Mellor, and Lush; THE SHAH OF PERSIA, and MAKSHAL 
McMAHON. Admission, is, Children under ten, 6d, Extra roo.ns 
6d. Open from 10 a.m. till 10 p.m. 








OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—THE CHRISTMAS 
PROGRAMME wili COMMENCE on SATURDAY EVENING, 
DEC. 19th, and wiil incinde a new Operatic Incongraity, by the author 
of “ Zitella,” called * THE MYSTIC SCROLL; or, Tue Srone or At 
Bava awp Tue Foury Tutevas, from a highly Educational and Scizn- 
tific point of view.’ The Disc Views are fromthe pencil of Mr. Faro 
Barwanv. The entertainment by Mr. SevmoUn Smiru, Misses Feurxz, 
Heseet, baatcett, Weetenoox,and Mr. W. Fott«ea.—CHEMICAL 
MARVELS.—COOKS AND CUOKERY, by Paor. Gaspaea.—THE 
ISLE OF WIGHT AND ITS LUGENDS,—* SCOP BS,’”’ Oid and New, 
by Mr. Kino.—The THANSIT OF VENUS.—OONJURING, by Mr, 
Paoskaven.—TUE MAGIC TUL, Openi2zand7, Admission Is. 


JOURNALISTIC WORK.—A | 





JOURNAL. 


5 
Just published, crown 8vo, price 12s., cloth, 
HE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1869, and the DECL. 
SIONS THEREON. The Bankruptcy Act, 1869, and the 
Act, 1869, including the Rules, Orders, and Forms. Illustrated 
Notes of all the important DECISIONS thereon. With carefgl 
REFERENCES and a copious Index. By F. PITT-TAYLOR, of te, 
coln’s-inn, Esq , Barrister-at-Law. ’ 
London: W. Maxwkuit & Son, 29, Fleet-street, 





LEWIN’S LAW of TRUST'S and TRUSTEES.—Sixth edition 
8vo, price £1 18s., cloth, sie 
PRACTICAL TREATISE on the LAW of 
TRUSTS and TRUSTEES. By THOMAS LE 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law . : wih, One 
Wa. Maxwett & Sow, 29, Fleet-street. 





BEST’S LAW OF EVIDENCE Sixth Edition, 
Just published, demy 8vo, price 28s,, cloth. 


Ts PRINCIPLES OF THE LAW OF By. 
DENCE; with Elementary Rules for conducting the Examination 
and Cross-examination of Witnesses. By W.M. BEST, A.M., LUB 
Sixth Edition, by JOHN A. RUSSELL, Esq., LL.B., one’ of her 
Majesty’s Counsel, and a Jadge of County Courts. 
London : H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-!ane, Law Publisher, 





THE TICHBORNE TRIAL. 

Just published in Two Volumes, royal 8vo, with Faesimiles of the 
Writings produced in Evidence, price €3 3... cloth, 
(PuHE CHARGE of the LORD CHIEF JUSTICE 

of ENGLAND in the Case of The Queen against Thomas Castro 
otherwise Arthur Orton, otherwise Sir Roger Tichborne. Reprinted 
from the Official Copy taken from the Shorthand Writer’s Notes, 
Corrected by the LORD CHIEF JUSTICE, 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Law Publisher, 





a 
TWENTY-FOURTH EDITION, RE-EDITED AND RE-COMPOS£D, 
In a thick volume, fep. 8vo, price 94., cloth, 

'INAB CABINET LAWYER: a Popular Digest of 

the Laws of England, Civil, Crimi: al, and Constitutional; in. 
tended for Practical Use and Genera! Information, and adapted for the 
Reference of Solicitors, Attorneys, Magistrates, Justices of the Peacs, 
Members of Parliament, aud Country Gentlemen, 24th E-dition, with 
Supolement giving in Alphabetical Arrangement the Eifect of tha 
Legislation of 1874, 

London: Loxycmans & Co. 





Will be ready on Ist February, 187°. 
Imperial 8vo, cloth boards, price 26s, 
AUTHORITY. 
HE REVISED EDITION of the STATUTES, 
Vol. VI. 5 George IV. to 1&2 Will. IV. a.p. 1824 to 1831, 
Prepared under the Direction of the Statute Law Committee, and Pab- 
lished by the Authority of Her Majesty’s Government. 
Eyre & Sporriswoope, Her Majesty’s Printers, East Hard¢ing-street, 
Fetzer-lane, London, E.U., and all Booksellers. 
Now ready, price One Shilling, No, 4, February, 
HE \ a monthly Magazine of Le 
p Matters, Contents: Barristers and Solicitors.—The Character 
of Coke.—The Married Women’s Property Acts. —Amalgamation of the 
City Courts.—Legal Notes.—Reviews; and in a Supplement “The 
Public Worship Act, 1874,” complete, 
Also as an Extra Supp: EmenrT. pp. 64, One Shilling, 
THE JUDICATURE ACT, 1873, with a Schedule 


of Rules of Procedure. 
London: Locxwoop & Co., 7, Stationers’-hall-court, E.C. 
Just published price 7s, 6a., Pe 
THE CIVIL LAWS OF FRANCE 
TO THE PRESENT TIME, 
By DAVID MITCHELL AIRD, Esq, 
Barrister-at-Law, Middle Tempie; 
Author of *‘ Blackstone Econumized,” &c., &c. 

‘‘ The work is a boon, and in its way a masterpiece, So lucid is it 
all, that we have failed to find a single sentence in the whole work of 
which the meaning is not perfectly transparent, It is dedicated, by 
permission, to the Lord Chief Justice of England, Sir Alexander Cocks 
burn.”—Weekly Register, Jan. 30, 1875. 

London: Lowemans, Green, & Co,, and all Booksellers. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 














Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 0s 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION epeodtly pres 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches, 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Kegistration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 
RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Atationers, Printers, Engravers, Kegistration Agents, &c., 49, Flee 
street, London. E.C. (corner of Serieants’-tnn', 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





\) « «Se wRenne® |\s 


